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Initial Study

1. Project Title

Trumble Road Pit Restoration Project

2. Lead Agency Name and  Address

City of Menifee
29844 Haun Road
Menifee, California 92586

3. Contact Person and Phone Number

Ryan FowleRrincipalPlanner
City of Menifee

29844 Haun Road

Menifee, California 92586
rfowler@cityofmenifee.us

4. Project Location

Theplanneddevelopment idocated at 25675 Trumble Roadthre City ofMenifee (City) California
0 Gt NP 2 SThdeProjeck 8e 8ricampasses approximately 9.0 acres that are identified as
Assessor Parcel Numbers (APB29-240-046/-048/-049/ and-051.Figurel, below,depicts the
Project Sitan relation to thegeneralregion andrigure2, below,shows theProject Sitén its
neighborhood context.

5. Project Sponsoros Name and Addr

North Pacific Development, In@Applicant)
Ron Burek

20 Old Ranch Road

Laguna Nigel, CA 92677

6. General Plan Designation and Zoning

According to the Menifee Code of Ordinances (CO®@)Ptoject Sitas within theEconomic

Development CorridofED¢zoningdesignationwhich isintended to promote economic vitality

and flexibility along thé A (nijordevelopmentcorridors TheProject Sitds located in the

Northern Gateway subareahichisSy @A aA2y SR | a Iy SYLX 2&YSyid OSydS|
gateway that focuses on prading opportunity for business park development and traditional

industrial uses.
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Figure 1 Regional Location
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7. Regional Setting

The City of Menifee isainlandcity in Riverside Countenifee is surrounded bg€anyon Lake and
Lake Elsinore to the west, the City of Perris to the north, the City of Hemet to thalea&ity of
Wildomar to the southwestand the Cities of Murrieta and Temecula to the solRkegonal access
to the Project Sitas available from Interstate 215215) and California State Route 74 {3

Local vehicular access to tReoject Sitds available byrumble RoadTheProject Sitas also
accessible viRiverside Transit Agen@fT A)bus route28, with the nearest bus stop located
approximatelyhalf a mile northeast of th@roject Siteon Highway 74.

8. Project Site and Surrounding Land Uses

TheProject Siteconsists ofour parcels located at the southeast corner of the intersection of
Watson Road and Trumble Road. Rveject Sitds an inactivefill site and the Proposed Project
involvesrestoration to atopographically flat site. The Project Site is currehthavily disturbed and
contains limited ruderal vegetatioheelevation is approximately 1,4Z8et above mean sea level
(AMSL)The surrounding area contains commercial and vacant land uses with Soil Retention
Products located immediately across Trumble Road, west dPthgct Site TheProject Sitds
surroundedby commercial and light industrial uses to the wéastlustrial useandWatson Road to

the north, commercial and light industrial uses to the east, @sidential useand|lllinois Avenue

to the south.Tablel, below,lists the existing land uses that are located immediately adjacent to the
Project Site

Table 1 Surrounding Land Uses

Direction | General Plan Designatior Zoning District Existing Land Use
Economic Development Economic Development
Project Site Corridor EDCp Corridorc Northern Vacant
Gateway (EDTIG)
Economic Development : .
North Corridor EDC EDENG Light Industrial
Economic Development Single Family
South Corridor EDC EDENG Residential
Economic Development , .
East Corridor EDC EDGNG Light Industrial
City of Perris Light City of Perris Light
West Industrial and Community Industrial and Community Commercial
Commercial Commercial

9. Description of Project

Project Background

An Initial Study{IS)was prepared for a@rior iteration of thisprojectin 2018under a separate

Mitigated Negative Declaratio®WND), the previous projectd@018 Project2 NJ a H nyy abb5¢
included the submittal of Grading PernNb. 17087R. The 2018 Projeicivolvedthe rough grading
andrestoration ofnine acres othe existingTrumble Open Pit located at 25675 Trumble Road

6
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(Planning Case No. 20:B61) Since the approval anditiation of the 2018 Project, additional

grading au restoration activities of the Trumble Open Pit have been proposed to finalize the overall
development through thisurrent proposed development plaas described and analyzed

throughout thisISMND.

Project Description

Rough Grading Permit NB2-019 is a proposal for rough grading and restoration 6fatres of an

2LISYy LIAG t20FGSR |4 HpcTp ¢ NHzY 6ThEProjedtprBposesit NB L2 & S|
16,584cy of cut and306,448cy of fill Historically, operation of the Project Sitashincluded mining

activities and soil hauling for import and export purposes. Under the Proposed Project, no mining or

soil export activities would occur, but soil import would occur, consistent with historical activities,

until the former pit has beenlfed, and when restoration is complete. In a manner that is similar to

historical activities, the Project would accept clean fill from other construction Stascifically,

import of clean soil would come from unrelated projects in the area, primarilyarCity of

Menifee, and other surrounding areas of Western Riverside County that require export of soil to a

local disposal site.

Grading activities are expected to extend for over two years, starting in approximately Fall/Winter
2022. Existing soil impoactivities would extend over four years from approximately Fall/Winter
2022 to 2026/2027 upon Project completion. Operational hourshenProject Sitevould be

extended from 7:00 AM and 6:00 PM Monday through Saturday, except nationally recognized
holidays.

10. Required Approvals

A formal Grading perm({i.e., Rough Grading Permit No.-@29)is required through the City of
Menifee Engineering Department.

11. Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is Required

General permittingequired under Clean Water Act $ieo 401 and the Santa Ana Regional Water
Quiality Control Board (SARWQCB) pursuant to requirements of the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Permit.

12. Have California Native American Tribes Traditionally
and Culturally Affiliated witht he Project Area
Requested Consultation Pursuant to Public Resources
Code (PRC) Section 21080.3.17

As part of the process of identifying cultural resources issues in or ne&rtiject Sitethe City
facilitatedquarterly meetings with nearby tribes asént letters inviting tribes to consult witthe
Cityas part of the MND proces3he City requested a resporieeletters within 30 days of receipt
as specifiedby Assembly Bill 52 (AB 5Zhe tribes that responded include Pechanga Band of

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Declaration 7
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Luiseno Indians (Pechanga), Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians (Agua Caliente), Rincon Band of
Luiseno Indias, and Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians (Soboba).

The ProposeéProject was discussed with Pechanga at the quarterly meeting with the City held on
July 14 and October 3, 2022, at these meetings the Pechanga representatpmoved standard
conditions for cultural resources and requested spot checks on importedrsbd spotcheck

monitor. Agua Caliente responded with a requestd@ultural Resource Assessment (Catl)

record searchwhichwas fulfilled Agua Caliente stated in a formal letter dated Jul§’ 28022, that
they defer their consultation to SobobRincon Band of Luiseno Indians responded with the request
that the City works closely with Pechanga and include them DEEQA notices. In a quarterly
meeting between Soboba and the City which took place on Octold&r2022, Soboba requested
standardcultural resources mitigation measures to be incluéed theexistingtreatment

agreement to be updateddccordinglythe requirements oAB 5Zhave been metor the Project
sincethe consultation of the necessary tribes la=curred

Determination

Based on this initial evaluation:

~

| Ifind that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environmen
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

)f | find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect onhi@@ment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions to the project have bee
made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATI(
prepared.

-

| find that the proposed project MAY haveignificant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

-

L FAYR GKIFIG GKS LINRPLRASR LINRB2SOO a!, KI
AAAYATFAOI YOG SAGK YAGAIFGAZ2Y Ay ORadlagended S
(1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal
standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier ana
described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTT RiEfe@irred, but it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.




Determination
Aesthetics

—

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environme
because all potential significant effects (a) have been analgdeduately in an earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoide
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the propdgeoject, nothing further is required.

Signature Date

Printed Name Title

Administrative Draft
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Environmental Checklist

1 Aesthetics

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Except as provided in Public Resources Cot
Section 21099, would the project:

a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista?

<,

b. Substantially damage scenic resources,
including but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, andhistoric buildings
within a state scenic highway?

§

<,

c. In nonurbanized areas,ubstantially
degrade the existing visual character or
guality of public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those
that are experienced frora publicly
accessible vantage point). If the project
in an urbanized area, would the projec
conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?

3

<,

d. Create a new source of substantial light
glare that would adversely affect daytim:
or nighttime views in the area?

3

<,

a. Would the projechave asubstantial adverse effect on a scenic vista

Scenic vistas can be impacted by development in two weigst, a structure may be constructed
that blocks the view of a vista. Second, the vista itself may be altered by development.

The natural mountainousesting of the Menifee area is critical to its overall visual character and
provides scenic vistaScenic views from Menifee include the San Jacinto Mountains to the
northeast and east; the San Bernardino Mountains toribeth; the San Gabriel Mountaine the
northwest; and the Santa Ana Mountains to the west and southwiEstProjectis locatedat the
southeast corner of théntersection of Watson Road and Trumble, where views of hillsides and
mountains are visible from all directions from tReoject Sitethough existing structures and trees
obstruct clear viewshedslowever, as discussed in the General Plan Draft EIR nraptation of
General Plan policiasould ensure that areas that are designated for development would minimize
impacts on scenic vistas by preserving the undisturbed hillsides and other natural landforms.

10
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Moreover, theProposed Projeaioes not include newstructures and is located in a heavily
disturbed area. Existing view sheds of scenic resources are already blocked by surrounding
development, andmplementation of theProposed Projeatvould not alter any view sheds.

The Proposed Project would involve grading and restoration of roughly 7.6 acres of the Trumble
Road open pit development site. Construction and hauling activities would be temporary in nature,
and no new structures are proposed. Therefore, impacts to scenic vistas would be less than
significant. LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the projecsubstantially damage scenic resources, including but not limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

TheProject Sitas not adjacent to any officially designated state scenic highway as identified by the

California Scenic Highway Mapping Syst€alifornia Department of TransportatioG#ltran$

2019).However the City of Menifee Gener&llan Community Design Elememisipnates-P15 as

an Enhanced Landscape Corri@idenifee 2013)Enhanced Landscape Corridors are intended to

help foster a strong identity along the { @abécorridors and receive special design consideration

to ensure they complement the existingéer dzy A i@ ' yR KSf L) @AadzZ tfe FNI YS
distinctive features. The City's Scenic Corridors are the same as roadways designated Eligible County
Scenic Highways in the Circulation Elem@&heProposed Projeds located 0.3 mile east oPll5.

The Proposed Projeatannot be seen from215 due to the flat topography of the area and

surrounding development. All proposed changes would be contained withiRithject Site

TheProject Sitecontains no scenic resources such as rock outcroppingsficignm trees, or

historical buildings. Furthermore, implementation of tReoposed Projeatvould restore a pit,

which may be considered more attractive compared to an open pit. Therefore, development of the
Proposed Projeatvould not damage scenic resoecwithin view from a state scenic highway.
Moreover, agliscussed in the General Plan EIR, implementation of General Plan policies and
compliance with Citpesign Guidelines would ensure that thAeoposed Projeatould not cause
significant impacts othese resources. In addition2IL5 is not an officially designated as a scenic
highway, impacts tthese views would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Would the projectin norurbanized areassubstantially degrade the existing visual character
or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are
experienced frona publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area,
would the projet conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic
quality?

Development of théProjectcould result in a significant impact if it resulted in substantial
degradation of the existing visual character or quality of the site and itssndings. Degradation
of visual character or quality is defined by substantial changes to the existing site appearance
through construction of structures such that they are poorly designed or conflict witRtbject
SGS850a SEAQGAYT AdINNRdzy RAYy I & D

ThePrgposed Projects a restoration project, importing soil over a period of time to fill the

previously minegit. Grading and fill activities would be temporary and would not result in any
permanent visual impacts. Th&ojectwould enhance the existing coridins of theProject Site

improving the overall visual character of the light industrial surroundings. There are no proposals for
new construction within thi®rojectproposal.Restoration of the pit would improve the visual

character of the area; therefe, impacts would be less than significant.

Administrative Draft
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LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d. Would the projectreate a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect
daytime or nighttime views in the area?

Excessive or inappropriately directed ligig can adversely impact nighttime views by reducing the
ability to see the night sky and stars. Glare can be caused from unshielded or misdirected lighting
sources. Reflective surfaces (i.e., polished metal) can also cause glare. Impacts associgtacewith
range from simple nuisance to potentially dangerous situations (i.e., if glare is directed into the eyes
of motorists). There are lighting sources adjacent toRneject Siteon Trumble Road, including
free-standing streetlights, light fixtures ornultdings, vehicldeadlights, and traffic lights. There are

no existing light sources on th&oject Site

Chapter 6.01 of the Menifee Municipal Code (Dark Sky; Light Pollution) indicates tharelssure

sodium lamps are the preferratluminating source and that all neexempt outdoor light fixtures

shallbe shielded. A maximum of 8,100 total lumens per acre or per parcel if less than one acre shall
be allowed. When lighting is allowed, it must be fully shielded if feasible and pasiaélded in all

other cases and must be focused to minimize spill light into the night sky and onto adjacent
properties(Section 6.01.040). THeroject Sitawill be conditioned that, prior to the issuance of

building permits, all construction activititisat would introduce light sources be required to have
shielding or other light pollution limiting characteristics such as hood or lumen restrictions.

The City of Menifee General Plan Community Design Element includes goals that encourage
attractivelandscaping, lighting, and signage that conveys a positive image of the communi6) (CD
and that limitlight leakage and spillage that may interfere with the operations of the Palomar
Observatory (Goal G&5). Lighting associated with tiRroposedProjectwould comply with

Menifee Municipal Code Secti@01 and General Plan goals. Accordingly Rteposed Project
would have a less than significantpact on interfering with the nighttime use tie Mt. Palomar
Observatory.

Sources of daytime glare are typigaconcentrated in commercial areas and are often associated

with retail uses. Glare results from development and associated parking areas that contain reflective
materials such as glass, highly polished surfaces, and expanses of pavement. Construiciies ve

of the Proposed Projeatvould have glass windshields, which would be a minor and temporary
introduction of reflective materials to thBroject Site Given the nature of th€roposed Project

reflective glare impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

12



Environmental Checklist
Agriculture and Forestry Resources

2 Agriculture and Forest ry Resources

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmlai
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California . . .
Resources Agency, to nagricultural use? | | | y
b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultur. - - .
use or a Williamson Act contract? | | | y

c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code Section 12220(g;
timberland (as defined by PublResources
Code Section 4526); or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code Section 51104(g))?

3
§

<

d. Resultin the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to neforest

use? )f

e. Involve other changes in the eigj
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland to noragricultural use or
conversion of forest land to neforest

use? )f

a. Would the project conveRrime Farmland, Unique Farmlamd Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, teagoicultural us@

TheProposed Projeat located on a developed site, and the surrounding parcelsaneprised of
commercial and light industrial uses. The map of Important Farmland in California (2014) prepared
by theDepartment of ConservatiofDOCyoes not identify theProject Siteas beingPrime

Farmland, Uniqu&armland, ofFarmland of Statewidemportance(DOC2016). TheProject Sitas
designated as Farmland of Lotrabortance and Urban and Bullip Land by the Farmland Mapping
and Monitoring ProgranFMMP) which means the site had beekesignated for agricultural use in
previous local plan©OC2016). However, theProject Sitaés not designated as being Prime

Administrative Draft
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Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewidgortance. Thé°roject Sitds designated
EDC\ y (i K Genéral Blanh 8his zoned EDQNorthern Gateway (EBEG). TheProject Sitds
already heavilgisturbed. Andaccording to the General Plan and Zorlitgp, theProposed Project
is intended fomon-farmland uses, and would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland ofStatewidelmportanceinto nonagricultural uses. Therefore, no impact would occur

NO IMPACT

b. Would the projectonflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act
contract?

No Williamson Act Contracts are active for fi@ject Site TheProject Sitds zonedEDG Northern
Gateway (ED®IG), which is intended as a business park area providingrigimstrial uses.
Therefore, theProposed Projeatvould not conflict with exishg zoning for agriculturalse or a
Williamson Act Contracthus, ndmpact would occur.

NO IMPACT

c. Would the projectanflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined
in Public Resources Code Section 12220(q)); tiamakethas defined by Public Resources Code
Section 4526); or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
Section 51104(g))?

Public Resources Code Section 12220(qg) identifies forest land as land that can $0yawcent

native tree cover of any species, including hardwoods, under natural conditions, andlkinas for
management of one or more forest resources, including timber, aesthetics, fish, and wildlife,
biodiversity, water quality, recreation, and other public benefits. Phgect Siteand surrounding
properties are not currently being managed or used for forest land as defined in Public Resources
Code Section 12220(g). Historically, operation ofRhgiect Sitéhas included mining activities and
soilhauling for import ad export purposes. Therefore, development of fmposed Projeatvould

not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or timberland
zonedTimberland ProductioriThus, ndmpact would occur.

NO IMPACT

d. Would the projectesult in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land tefow@st use?

TheProject Sitéhas historically been used for mining activities and soil hauling; thess would be
no loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to +iorest use as a result tifie Proposed
Project As a resultnoimpact would occur

NO IMPACT

e. Would theprojectinvolve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland teawicultural use or conversion
of forest land to noforest use?

TheProject Sitas classified as Farmlandlajical Importance and Urban Btlidp Landhowever, the
Project Sitas designated EDC and zoned EDorthern Gateway (EDBIG). Thd roject Sitds not
currently being used for agriculture, nor has it béestorically used for agricultule a SY A FSSQa
future development emphasizes mixede,commercialjndustrial, and residential projects rather

than supporting the continuation of agricultural uses, whach becoming less economically viable
(Menifee 2@.3). Development of thé’roposed Projeatvould notinvolvechanges in the existing

14
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environment in a manner that would result in the conversion of agricultural famebn-agricultural

land or forest land to noffiorest land. Thereforeno impact would occur, and naitigation is
required.

NO IMPACT

Administrative Draft
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Air Quality
3 Air Quality
Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:
a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation . . .

of the applicable air quality plan? | y
b. Resultin a cumulatively considerable ne

increase of angriteria pollutant for

which the project region is nen

attainment under an applicable federal . . .

or state ambient air quality standard? | | y |
c. Expose sensitive receptors to substanti . . .

pollutant concentrations? | | y |
d. Result in other emissions (suchthese

leading to odors) adversely affecting a . . .

substantial number of people? I | y |

The analysis below is based the Air Quality Impact Analysis/CalEEMGdIEEMod Output Model
prepared by Rincon Consultar{tefer to AppendixB). Below is aummary of the Air Quality Report
in order to supporthe recommended significance conclusion

Current Air Quality

TheSouth Coast Air Quality Management DistrRCAQMPoperates a network of air quality
monitoring stations throughout the SCAB. The purpose of the monitoring stations is to measure
ambient concentrations of pollutants and determine whether ambient air quality meets the
California and federal standards. Tim@nitoring station located closest to thHerojectis the Perris
station, located at 237 2 North D Street, Perris, approximately four miles northwest Bfdfect
Site Error! Reference source not founéhdicates the number of days that each of the standards
has been exceeded at the Perris station. However, this station does not monitgrdPMQ
emissions; therefore, data for Piand NQ emissions were obtained from the k& ElsinoreN

Flint Street monitoring station located approximately ten miles west ofRt@ect Siteat 506 W

Flint St, Lake Elsinore. The data collected at the station indicates that the State and feleual 8
ozone standards have been exceeded eagdr yrom 2018 to 2020 and the State worst hour ozone
standards were exceeded each year from 2018 to 2020, while the federal worst hour ozone
standards were exceeded once in 2020. No other State or federal standards were exceeded at the
stations.

Air Qualit y Management Plan

Under state law, the SCAQMD is required to prepare a plan for air quality improvement for
pollutants for which the District is in nonattainment. Every 3 years, the SCAQMD prepares a new Air
Quality Management Plan (AQMP), which updatesgrevious plan and has a-#@ar horizon. The

Administrative Draft
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SCAQMD adopted the Final 2016 AQMP on March 7, &@d3ubmitted it tothe California Air

Resources Boar€CARBfor review. The 2016 AQMP includes the new and changing federal
requirements, implementation afiew technology measures, and the continued development of
SO2y2YAOlLtfeé &d2dzyR:z FfSEA0fS O2YLIX Al yOS | LILINRI OK.
comprehensive and integrated plan primarily focused on addressing the ozone standards and was
developed through a ctalborative regional and mutagency effort (SCAQMDARB, Southern

California Association of Governments [SCAG], andBdv@onmental Protection Agency [ER4).

State and federal planning requirements include developing control strategies, attainment
demonstrations, reasonable further progress, and maintenance plans. The 2016 AQMP incorporates
the latest scientific and technical information and planning assumptions, including the latest
applicable growth assumptions, the 2016 Regional TransportatioiRlatainable Communities
Strategy (RTP/SCS), and updated emission inventory methodologies for various source categories.

Sensitive Receptors

Ambient air quality standards have been established to represent the levels of air quality considered
sufficient,with a margin of safety, to protect public health and welfare. They are designed to

protect that segment of the public most susceptible to respiratory distress, such as children under
14; the elderly over 65; persons engaged in strenuous work or exeacidggeople with

cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases. Therefore, the majority of sensitive receptor
locations are schools, hospitals, and residences. The sensitive receptors closed®tojéioe Site

are the singleéfamily residences locatedréctly adjacent to thesouthwest and souttof the Project

Siteon lllinois Avenuand Trumble Road.

Local Regulations

The City of Menifee General Plan Open Space and Conservation Element contains the following goal
and related policies specific to air @ity (City of Menifee 2013):

Goal OS@: Reduced impacts to air quality at the local level by minimizing pollution and particulate
matter.

Policy 0S®.1 Meet state and federal clean air standards by minimizing particulate
matter emissions from constrtion activities.

Policy 0S@®.2 Buffer sensitive land uses, such as residences, schools, care facilities,
and recreation areas from major air pollutant emission sources,
including freeways, manufacturing, hazardous materials storage,
wastewater treatment, and similar uses.

Policy 0S®.3 Comply with regional, state, and federal standards and programs for
control of all airborne pollutants and noxious odors, regardless of
source.

Policy 0OS®.4 Support the Riverside County Regional Air Quality Task Force, the
Southern California Assodian of Government's Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, and the
South Coast Air Quality Management District's Air Quality
Management Plan to reduce air pollution at the regional level.
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Policy OS®.5 Comply with the mandatory ragrements of Title 24 Part 1one of the
California Building Standards Code (CALGreen) and Title 24 Part 6
Building and Energy Efficiency Standards.

SCAQMD Significance Thresholds

To determine whether a project would result in a significant impact to aitigu&ppendix G of the
CEQA Guidelinesquires consideration of whether a project would:
A Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan.

A Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for wiggbroject
region is in norattainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard.

A Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations; or
A Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely afestibgtantial
number of people.

The SCAQMD has adopted guidelifezgquantifying and determining the significance of air quality
emissions.

Regional Significance Thresholds

The SCAQMD recommends quantitative regional significance thresholds for temponatyuction
activities and londgerm Projectoperation in the SCABhown inTable below, areused to evaluate
aProjeca LR GSYGALFfT FANI ljdzZrf AGe AYLI OGao

Table 2 SCAQMD Air Quality Thresholds of Significance

Pollutant Construction (Pounds per Day, Operation (Pounds per Day)

NG, 100 55
VOC 75 55
PMo 150 150
PMs 55 55
SQ 150 150
CO 550 550

NO= Nitrogen Oxides; VOC = Volatile Org@umpounds; PM = Particulate Matter with a diametero more thanl0 microns; Pis
= Particulate Matter with a diametero more than2.5 microns; S{3= Sulfur Oxide; CO = Carbon Monoxide

Source: SCAQMD 2019

Localized Significance Thresholds

In additionto the above regional thresholds, the SCAQMD has developed Localized Significance
CKNBAK2fRa o[ {¢cav Ay NBalLkRyaS (G2 GUKS D2@OSNyAy3
Initiative (14), which was prepared to update tI@EQA Air Quality Handbo@®93).LSTs were

devised in response to concern regarding exposure of individuals to criteria pollutants in local
communities and have been developed for,NOO, P, and PMs. LSTs represent the maximum
emissions from a project that will not cause or conttidto an air quality exceedance of the most

stringent applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard at the nearest sensitive receptor,
taking into consideration ambient concentrations in e&@durce Receptor Are8&RA, distance to

the sensitivereceptor, and project size. LSTs have been developed for emissions within construction
areas up to five acres in size. However, LSTs only apply to emissions in a fixed stationary location

Administrative Draft
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and are not applicable to mobile sources, such as cars on a rogd®ZxQMD 2008, 2009). As such,
LSTs are typically applied only to construction emissimesause the majority of operational
emissions are associated wirojectgenerated vehicle trips.

The SCAQMD provides LST lookup tablesrégect sites that measte one, two, or five acres. If a
site is greater than five acres, SCAQMD recommends a dispersion analysis be performed. The
Project Sitds 7.6 acres, as mentionedove However, this analysis assumes that there would be
no more than five acres undergoing active earthwork at time andrelies on the fiveacre LSTs for
significance determinations. The fiaere LSTs provide a more stringent threshold for construction
emissions compared to the analysis of emissions over a larger are®rojeet Sitds located in
SRA24 (SCAQMD 2008). LSTs for construction on adinesite in SR24 are shown iTable,

below. LSTs are provided for receptors at a distance of 82 to 1,640 fett GBI meters) from the
Project Siteboundary. As described above, the sensitive receptor closest tBibject Siteare the
singlefamily residences tated immediately adjacent to the south and west of the site. According
G2 GKS { /! v a bitablLochilded Signiidaricéi Thrgsholds Methodpfgyects with
boundaries located closer than 82 feet to the nearest receptor should use the LSTeefators
located at 82 feet.

Table 3 SCAQMD LSTs for Construction (SRA-24)

Allowable Emissions from a fcre Site in

Pollutant SRA24for a Receptor 82 Feet Away
Gradual conversion of N@ NG 270
Cco 1,577
PMo 13
PMs 8

Source: SCAQMDctober 2009. Table-C 2006¢ 2008 Thresholds for Construction and Operation with Gradual Conversion of N(
NO2. http://www.agmd.gov/docs/defaulsource/ceqga/handbook/localizedignificancehresholds/appendixc-massrate-Ist-look-up-
tables.pdf?sfvrsn2

Toxic Air Containments Thresholds

SCAQMD has developed significance thresholds for the emissions of TACs based on health risks
associated with elevated exposure to such compounds. For carcinogenic compounds, cancer risk is
assessed in terms afcremental excess cancer risk. A project would result in a potentially

significant impact if it would generate an incremental excess cancer risk of 10 in 1 millionq1 x 10

or a cancer burden of 0.5 excess cancer cases in areas exceeding 1 in Tiskidlidwlditionally,
non-carcinogenic health risks are assessed in terms of a hazard index. A project would result in a
potentially significant impact if it would result in a chronic and acute hazard index greater than 1.0
(SCAQMD 2019).

a. Would the pragctconflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

A significant impact could occur if tiRFoposed Projeatonflicts with or obstructs implementation
of the SCAQMESouth Coast Air Basin 2016 Air Quality Management Plan (A@dRflicts and
obstructions that hinder implementation of the AQMP could delay efforts to meet attainment
deadlines for criteria pollutants and maintaining existing compliance with applicable air quality
standards. Pursuant to the methodology providedimapter 12 of the 1993 SCAQMD CEQA Air
Quality Handbook, consistency with the South Coast Air BasinRQMP is affirmed when a
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project (1) does not increase the frequency or severity of an air quality standards violation or cause

a new violation and (4% consistent with the growthssumptions in the AQMP.

TheProposed Projeatvould not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the AQMD, based on
the following consistency review:

(1) TheProposed Projeatvould result in shorsterm construction and log-term pollutant emissions
that are less than the CEQA significance emissions thresholds established by the SCAQMD, as
demonstrated bythe analysis in the attached Air Quality Repdhnerefore, theProposed Project
would not result in an increase in theefuency or severity of any air quality standards violation and
would not cause a hew air quality standard violation.

(2) A project may be inconsistent with the AQMP if it would generate population, housing, or
employment growth exceeding the forecasts dge the development of the AQMP. The 2016
AQMP, thanostrecent AQMP adopted by the SCAQMD, incorporates local city general plans and
the SCAG 2016 RTP socioeconomic forecast projections of regional population, housing, and
employment growth. Th®roposedProjectinvolves grading and restorirgyer severacres of the
Trumble Road Open Pit, which would neither result in any-teng operational emissions, nor a

RANBOG AYyONBIA&AS Ay (GKS / Al Progpsekrrajedviuyt Bondshdf L2 Lidzt | .

construction activities, which would require a relatively small number of construction workers,
these activities would be temporary and it is anticipated that construction workers would come
from surrounding communities, which would notsigt in indirect increase in population due to
employment growth. Therefore, thBrojectwould not generate growth beyond AQM@&recasts,
and theProjectwould be consistent with the AQMP.

According to the Air Qualitknalysiqattached as Appendito this MND)prepared for the
Proposed Projeaind the consistency analysis presented above Rieposed Projectvould not
conflict with the AQMP. Therefore l@ss tharsignificant impact would occur, and no mitigation is
required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPAC

b. Would the projectesult in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is neattainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
guality standard?

A project may be inconsistent with theQMP if it would generate population, housing, or
employment growth exceeding the forecasts used in the development of the AQMP. The 2016
AQMP, the mostecent AQMP adopted by the SCAQMD, incorporates local city general plans and
the SCAG 2016 RTP socio@ruit forecast projections of regional population, housing, and
employment growth. Th€roposed Projednvolves grading and restoring 7.6 acres of the Trumble
Road Open Pit, which would neither result in any lergn operational emissions, nor a direct
NONB &S Ay (GKS / AleQa K 2RajektyodldigcNde lsigneldahstruttior? y ¢
activities, which would require construction workers, these activities would be temporary and it is
anticipated that construction workers would come from swmnaling communities, which would not
result in an indirect increase in population due to employment growth. Therefore? tbjgctwould

not generate growth beyond AQMBrecastsand theProjectwould be consistent with the AQMP.

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Decl aration 21

L £ G



City of Menifee
Trumble Road Pit Restoration

Table 4 Construction Emissions (pounds/day)

Maximum Emissions(lbs/day)

2022 3 59 22 10 4
2023 2 47 21 9 4
SCAQMD Thresholds 75 100 550 150 55
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No
Maximum Onsite 2 20 13 5 3
Local Significance Threshold NA 270 1,577 13 8
Threshold Exceeded? No No No No No

Notes: All calculations were made using CalEEMod. See Ap@ehdixNJ Ol £ Odzf F GA2yad® 9YA&A&AA2Y RI
that include compliance with regulations.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Would the projecexpose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Areas with high vehicleethsity, such as congested intersections, have the potential to create high
O2yOSyiuNY GA2YyAa 2F /hx (y2é6y & /h K2GalLkRdao !
significant if CO emissions create a hotspot where either the Californihaumestandard of 20 ppm

or the federal and State eigitour standard of 9.0 ppm is exceeded. This typically occurs at severely
congested intersections (level of service [LOS] E or worse). As mentibaed the Project would

include temporary construction aeities, grading and restoring nine acres of the Trumble Road
Open Pit, and would not result in losgrm operational CO emissions. Additionally, as mentioned,

the Projectwould notincrease haul trips to thEroject Sitedrom what was analyzed under the 28

MND. Because th&rojectwould result in fewer vehicle trips to theroject Siteand would not

generate CO emissions above thresholds,Rlagect would not result in the creation of CO hotspots

or expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutanteantrations.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d. Would the projectesult in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting
a substantial number of people?

Thel1993 SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handmmolktifies land uses associated with odor complaints.
These land usdacludeagriculture (farming and livestock), wastewater treatment plants, food
processing plants, chemical plants, composting facilities, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass
molding facilities. An open dirt pit is not identified as a land use associated with odor complaints in
the 1993 SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handkerwk compliance with existing rules and regulations
(i.e, SCAQMD Rule 402) would further limit odors geneatdig construction. Further, demolition

and construction activities could create temporary odors associated with diesel fuel combustion.
These odors could be considered to be objectionable; however, due to thetehnortand

temporary nature of constructioactivity, odor impacts would not be significant. Therefore, the
Proposed Projeatvould not generate objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people
and the impacts would be less thaignificant
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Air Quality
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
This page intetionally left blank.
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4  Biological Resources

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly orthrough habitat modifications,
on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in loce
or regional plans, policies, or regulations,
by the California Department of Fish and . . .
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? | y

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
or U.S. Fish andildlife Service?

<,

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on state
or federally protected wetlands (including,
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool,
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling
hydrological interruption, or other means?

3

<,

d. Interfere substantially with the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

3
3

<,

e. Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological resource:
such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

<,

f. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
CommunityConservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

3
3

<,
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a. Would the project hava substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified asaadidate, sensitive, or special status species in
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Ser®ice

TheProject Sitas located withirnthe Western Riverside County Miple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan (MSHGRlenifee 2013. TheProject Sitas within the Sun City/Menifee Valley
Area Plan of the MSHCP; however, it is not located within gacehit within the Criteria Area
generally 160 acres in size) or cetigp (an identified grouping of celgithin the Criteria Area)The
existing degraded condition of tHeroject Sitenas resulted in low biological diversity, absence of
specialstatus plant communities, and the selected spestakus species are not exgied to utilize
or occur on theProject Site Construction activities would not be expected to directly impact
federal or statelisted threatened or endangered species, jeopardize the continued existence of
listed species (or speciatatus species), natirectly impact designated critical habitat.
Development of théProject Sitevould not be expected to substantially affect speattus
resources, jeopardize the continuedistence of listed species (or speatdtus species), nor
directly impact desigated critical habitatAlso,Project Sitedevelopment is not expected to
substantially alter the diversity of plants or wildlife in the area nor cause a population of plant or
wildlife species to drop below sedfistaining levelsTherefore, theProposedProjectwould have a
less than significant impact on endemic plant species,ramphitigation is required.

Given that theProject Sitéhas beerheavily disturbed by mining activitiestime past, the presence

of habitat for special species at tfroject 8e would be unlikely. Although theroject Sitadoes not
provide potential nesting refugiand only marginally suitable burrowing ofetaging habitat is
present, theProject Sitanay have thepotential to support burrowing owls in thieiture. Therefore,
GKS t Ne2SOG Aa & dzoreySladdiy camplianc&nSeastrasjaddi@giburiowingy R I NR
owl avoidance. This standardgulatory requirement impliesompliance witha 30-day

preconstruction survey for burrowing owthichis required by the Western Riverside County
Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) to determine if burrowing owl is present within
the survey area. The survey shall be conducted by afpebbiologist no more than 30 days prior to
ground disturbance in accordance with MSHCP survey requirements to avoid direct take of
burrowing owl. If burrowing owl are determined to occupy the Project Site or immediate vicinity,
the City of Menifee Planng Divisiorshallbe notified and avoidance measumesistbe

implemented, as appropriate, pursuant to the MSHCP, the California Fish and Game Code, the
Migratory Bird Treaty Act, and the mitigation guidelines prepared by the California Department of
Fish ad Wildlife (CDFW).he CDFW recommends that no disturbance should occur within 50
meters (approximatelst60 feet) of occupied burrows during the nbreeding season and no
disturbance should occur within 75 meters (approximately 250 feet) of occupiedwsiuring the
breeding season. For unavoidable impacts, passive or active relocation of burrowing owls would
need to be implemented by a qualified biologist outside the breeding season, in accordance with
procedures set by the MSHCP and in coordinatidh thie CDFW. Implementation of this standard
condition wouldreduce potential impacts to burrowing owls to letssn-significant levels and

ensure consistency with the MSHCP. Therefore Pittgposed Projeatould result in a less than
significant impact rating to habitat modifications relating tourrowingowls.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
b. Would the project hava substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive

natural community identified in local or regional plans, poligesegulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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Aerial photographs, topographic maps, soils maps, and all relevant local or rggamsl policies,

and regulations of CDFW and USFWS were reviewedigios of flowing or pondedater,

topographic depressions, and drainage features. No suitable habitat for sensitive vernal pool
invertebrates was observed on tiroject Site The nearest body of water is a canal located

1.8 milesnorthwest of theProject Site There is no suitable habitat within tfroject Sitdo support
riparianhabitat. As a result, with respect to causing a substantial adverse effect on riparian habitat
or othersensitive natural communities, tiféroposed Pr@ct would result in no significant impact.
Therefore, namitigation is required.

NO IMPACT

c. Would the project hava substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, ¢tcgugh direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), under Section 404 of the Federal Clean Water Act (CWA),
NE3dzZ  iS& RAAZOKINEBESAE 2F RNBRISR 23NIF ACEKES aYSH (69 NIASHNER
include wetlands and newetland bodies of water that meet specific criteria, including a

connection to interstate or foreign commerce. The USAPIEally regulates as newetland waters

of the U.S. any body of water displaying an ordynsighwater mark (OHWM). To be considered a

jurisdictional wetland under Section 404, an ameast possess hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils,

and wetland hydrologyCDFW, under Sections 1660seqof the CalifornigFish and Game Code,

regulates altertions to lakes, rivers, and streams. A stream is defined bypithgence of a channel

bed and banks, and at least an occasional flow of water. The Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB) is responsible for the administration of Sedtidnof the CWAthrough water quality

certification of any activity that may result in a discharggurisdictional waters of the U.S. The

w2v/ . YlFe Ffa2 NB3IdzZ (S RndGKIWETRRIS unde2thea 6 G SNAR 2 F
California PortetCologne Water Qualityddtrol Act.No potential jurisdictional waters were

identified on theProject Site Thus, theProposed Projeds notsubject to the regulatory authority of

the USACE under Section 404 of the CWARWSCB undeBection 401 of the CWA, or the CDFW

under Sections 160ét seqof the CalifornigFish and Gam€ode. Therefore, implementation of the

Projectwould not have a substantiadverse effect offiederally protected wetlands as defined by

Section 404 of the CW¢luding, butnot limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through

direct removal, filling, hydrologicaiterruption, or othermeans.Thus, nampacts would occur.

NO IMPACT

d. Would the projecinterfere substantially with the movement of angtive resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery Rites

TheProject Sitedoes not serve as a migratory corridor and would not interfeitt the movement

of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species and would not interfere with established

native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, nor impede the use of native wildlife nustEy.

There are existing treemn the sothern edge of the Project Site along with existing trees

surroundingthe Project Site¢ KSaS GNBSa IINB y20 O2yaARSNBR | SNA{I
tree preservation ordinangenowever they may provide suitable nesting habitat for a number of

migratory bird speciedmpacts to nesting birds by tHeroposed Projecire prohibited under the

Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and the California Fish and Game TCwaefore the Project is

dadzo 2S00 G2 GKS [/ sofiapmavabodrégllafory/Icadgliar®enyesshrésdarlivig

nesting birdavoidanceThese standard measuresquire one of the following to be implemented:
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A Conduct grading activities from Septembérthrough January 34 when birds are not
likely to be nesting on the site.

_o r-

A Conduct preconstruction surveys for nesting birds if construction is to take placeg
the nesting season (February 1 through August 31). A qualified wildlife biologist shall
conduct a preconstruction nest survey no more than three (3) days prior to initiation of
grading to provide confirmation of the presence or absence of actives mesor
immediately adjacent to th@roject Sitelf active nests are encountered, speeies
specificmeasures shall be prepared by a qualified biologist and implemented to prevent
abandonment of the active nest. At a minimum, grading in the vicinity oh#dst shall
be deferred until the young birds have fledged. A minimum exclusion buffé00ffeet
shallbe maintained during construction, depending on the specieslacation. The
perimeterof the nest sethack zone shall be fenced or adequately demedloaith
staked flaggingt 20foot intervals, and construction personnel aadtivities restricted
from the area. Asurvey report by the qualified biologist verifyitigat (1) no active nests
are present, or (2hhat the young have fledged, shall bebmitted to the City prior to
initiation of grading irthe nestsetback zone. The qualified biologist shall serve as a
construction monitor duringhose periods when construction activities occur near
active nest areas to ensure that nmdvertentimpacts on these nests occur. A report
of the findings prepared by a qualifiéiblogist shall be submitted to the City prior to
ground disturbance and/or issuance ofjeding permit

2 AGK GKS /AGeQa adlyRIFENR O2yRAI( xentorpgrateditolJLINE @ £ NJ
reduce potential impacts to nestifgrds in the orsite trees potential impacts would bkess than
significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

e. Would the projectonflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biologEsdurces,
such as a tree preservation policy or ordinghce

There are trees located along teeuthernboundary of theProject SiteNo trees would be moved

as a result ofhe Project. Therefore, thd’roposed Projeatvould not conflict with any locadolicies

or ordinancegrotecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance. No
impact wouldoccur, and no mitigation is required.

NO IMPACT

f.  Would the projectonflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation,Matural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?

TheProject Sitas within the planning area of th&/esternMSHCP and complies with the provisions
of that. Moreover,adherence tahe burrowingow! standardregulatory compliance measex
described above, would ensure that potential impacts to burrowing owls are reduced to less than
significant levels. With adherence, the Proposed Prajeatld not conflict with any Habitat
Conservation Plan ordtural Community Conservation Plan. The Proposed Prejectd thus result

in a less than significant impact.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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5 Cultural Resources

Lesghan
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in
significance of a historical resource
pursuant to §15064.5?

§

<

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in
significance of an archaeological resour
pursuant t0815064.5?

<,

c. Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

—

y |

A Cultural Resources Report was prepared on June 19, 2018, as part of the 2018 MND and can be
found in Appendix A. The Cultural Resources Report describes a records search for cultural
resources for the Project Site through tlalifornia Historical Resaes Information System
(CHRIS)onducted on March 8, 2018, and a cultural resources survey conducted by the Project
archaeologist on March 13, 2018. The following section is partially based on the Cultural Resources
Report.

a. Would the projectause a substatial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource pursuant t8ectionl5064.%

ThisProject Sitedoes not satisfy any of the criteria for a historic resource definegeiction 15064.5

of the CEQA Guidelines. TRmject Sitas not listedwith the State Office dflistoricPreservation
(SHPO) or the National Register of Historic PI@EK’2022 National Park Service 2022he

Project Sitehas beerheavily disturbedand there are no known historically or culturally significant
resources, suctures, buildings, or objects located on th&roject SiteFurthermore,on March 13,
2018,a cultural resources survey was conducted fouhd thatno previously unrecorded cultural

or archaeological resoursavere onthe Project SiteAs such, théroposed Projeotvould notcause

an adversechange in the significance of a historical resource and impacts to historic resources are
not anticipated. Therefore, no impact woutdcur,and no mitigation is required.

NO IMPACT

b. Would the pojectcause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resourcepursuant toSectionl5064.%

TheProject Sitdas located in a light industriairea in the City. On March 8, 2018, Rincon conducted a
records search of th€EHRI&t the Eastern Information Center (EIC) locatetlaiversity of

California, Riverside to identify previous cultural resources studies and previeastygled cultural
resources within a O-nile radius of theProject SiteThe EIC records search identifiedldrevious
studies within 0.5mile radius of theéProject Sitenone of which included thBroject Site One study

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Declaration 29



City of Menifee
Trumble Road Pit Restoration

(RHO8771) was conducted adjacent to tReoject Siteand included the Burlington Northern Santa
Fe Railway righof-way.The EIC records search identified 10 cultural resources withinmi@®5
radius of theProject Sitenone of which are located at tHeroject Site Two of the resources {83-
015743 [California Southern Railway mainline] ar@BP21493 [Watson Road]) aegljacent to the
Project Site

On March 13, 2018, the Project archaeologist conducted a cultural resources survey of the Project
Site. The survey consisted of walking transects on the perimeter of the Project Site outside of the
existing pit and on the s of the pit, where permitted. The exposed sidewalls were examined from
the base of the pit. The survey was limited in certain areas due to large stockpiles of building refuse
and storage areas for heavy machinery, including trucks, trailers, excawatdrether construction
equipment at the Project Site. Ground visibility on the Project Site was limited (approximately 35 to
40 percent visibility). During the survey efforts, the archaeologist examined areas of exposed ground
surface for prehistoric artiicts (e.g., chipped stone tools and production debris, stone milling tools,
ceramics), historic debris (e.g., metal, glass, ceramics), or soil discoloration that might indicate the
presence of a cultural midden. The cultural resources survey identifigaawiously unrecorded
resources on the Project Siamd the site is not considered to be sensitive for archaeological
resources

Under the previous 2018 MND proces§, a i KS / A& Q& ljdzZ- NI SNI & YSSiAy3
February27,2018, Planning Divisimiaff discussed th€roject Site and ongoing construction

activities(and future potential projects at the sit@jith Joseph Ontiveros (Soboba). Mr. Ontiveros

has requested that aarchaeologis© 2 y RdzOlG | & ¢ Wisitlandprépt@adcalal a A (G S
Resources technical memorandum for tleoposed ProjeciAs such, Rincon preparedCailtural

Resources technical memoranduhat providedinformation (as requested) to Soboba (and other

local Tribespursuant to AB62 andalso providedsupporting technicahformationrelated to the

2018 MND

As part of the process of identifying cultural resource issues in or near the Project Site for this
iteration of the Proposed Project, the City coordinated with Pechanga, Agua Caliente, Rincon Band
of Luiseno IndiansyaR { 206206 | ® ! (rly indetthgs/withiPechaiga heddioMIiilB a4d
October &, 2022, the Pechanga representative approved standard conditions for cultural resources
and requested spot checks on imported soil ard@Aspot check monitor. In guarterly meeting
between Soboba and the City which took place on Oct@¥r 2022, Sobobeequested standard
cultural resources mitigation measures to be included anditbatment agreement to be updated.

As such, the tribal consultation ameéquests have been fulfilled through mitigation measu@id:1

and CUL2.

Although theProposed Projeatvould not have an impact on any known cultural resources, the
possibility that sensitive buried materials may be unearthed during construction fronmibert of
fill may be likely! & &dzOKX GKS /AGeQa adlyRFNR O2yRAGAZ2ya 2°
to the proposed mitigation measures in the 20M8ID andare describedn the summary
paragraphselow.

If during ground disturbance activitiegnique cultural resources are discovered that were not
assessed by the archaeological report(s) and/or environmental assessment conducted prior to
Project approval, the following procedures shall be followed. Unique cultural resources are defined,
for this condition only, as being multiple artifacts in close association with each other, but may
include fewer artifacts if the area of the find is determined to be of significance due to its sacred or
cultural importance as determined in consultation with tRative American Tribe(sMI ground
disturbance activities within 100 feet of the discovered cultural resources shall be halted until a
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meeting is convened between the developer, the archaeologist, the tribal representative(s) and the
Community Developma Director to discuss the significance of the fildithe meeting, the
significance of the discoveri@gll be discussed and after consultation with the tribal
representative(s) and the archaeologist, a decision shall be made, with the concurrence of the
Community Development Director, as to the appropriate mitigation (documentation, recovery,
avoidance, etc.) for the cultural resourcasneeded Grading of further ground disturbanell not
resume within the area of the discovery until an agreemers baen reached by all parties as to the
appropriate mitigation. Workvill be allowed to continue outside of the buffer area and will be
monitored by additional Tribal monitorg needed.Treatment and avoidance of the newly

discovered resources shall bensistent with the Cultural Resources Management Plan Treatment
and Monitoring Agreements entered with the appropriate tribes. This may include avoidance of the
cultural resources througRroject design, irplace preservation of cultural resources located

native soils and/or rdurial on theProject Siteso they are not subject to further

disturbance in perpetuity as identified in N@isclosure of Reburial Condition.

Consistent with the previous 2018 MND the event that Native American cultural resoes are
discovered during the course of grading (inadvertent discoveries), the following proceillies
carried out for final disposition of the discoveriase or more of the following treatments, in order
of preference, shall be employed with thettes. Evidence of such shall be provided to the City of
Menifee Community Development Department:

i PreservatioAn-Place of the cultural resources, if feasible. Preservation in place means
avoiding the resources, leaving them in the place where these found with no
development affecting the integrity of the resources.

ii.  Reburial of the resources on the Project property. The measures for reburial shall
include, at least, the following: Measures and provisions to protect the future reburial
area from ay future impacts in perpetuity. Reburial shall not occur until all legally
required cataloging and basic recordation have been completed, with an exception
that sacred items, burial goods, and Native American human remains are excluded.
Any reburial procss shall be culturally appropriate. Listing of contents and location of
the reburial shall be included in the confidential Phase IV report. The Phase IV Report
shall be filed with the City under a confidential cover and not subject to Public Records
Reques.

iii.  If preservation in place or reburial is not feasible then the resources shall be curated in
a culturally appropriate manner at a Riverside County curation facility that meets State
Resources Department Office of Historic Preservation Guidelines f@utaion of
Archaeological Resources ensuring access and use pursuant to the Guidelines. The
collection and associated records shall be transferred, including title, and are to be
accompanied by payment of the fees necessary for permanent curation. Egidénc
curation in the form of a letter from the curation facility stating that subject
archaeological materials have been received and that all fees have been paid, shall be
provided by the landowner to the City. There shall be no destructive or invasimege
on sacred items, burial goods and Native American human remains. Results concerning
finds of any inadvertent discoveries shall be included in the Phase IV monitoring report.

Prior to issuance of a grading permit the Project applicant shall retain a Riverside County qualified
archaeologist to monitor all ground disturbing activities to identify any unknown archaeological
resources. The Project Archaeologist and the Tribal rog(sit shall manage and oversee monitoring
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for all initial ground disturbing activities and excavation of each portion of the Project Site including
clearing, grubbing, tree removals, mass or rough grading, trenching, stockpiling of materials, rock
crushing structure demolition etc. The Project Archaeologist and the Tribal monitor(s), shall have
the authority to temporarily divert, redirect, or halt the ground disturbance activities to allow
identification, evaluation, and potential recovery of culturaloesces in coordination with any
required special interest or tribal monitors. The developer/permit holder shall submit a fully
executed copy of the contract to the Community Development Department to ensure compliance
with this condition of approval. Upoverification, the Community Development Department shall
clear this condition.

In addition, the Project Archaeologist, in consultation with the Consulting Tribe(s), the contractor,
and the City, shall develop a Cultural Resources Management Plan (CRBtiuitation pursuant

to the definition in AB52 to address the details, timing and responsibility of all archaeological and
cultural activities that will occur on the Project Site. A consulting tribe is defined as a tribe that
initiated the AB 52 tribal awsultation process for the Project, has not opted out of the AB52
consultation process, and has completed AB 52 consultation with the City as provided for in Public
Resources Code Section 21080.3.2(b)(1) of AB52. Details in the Plan shall include:

a. Projectgrading and development scheduling.

b. The Project archeologist and the Consulting Tribes(s) shall attend thgradang meeting
with the City, the construction manager and any contractors and will conduct a mandatory
Cultural Resources Worker Sensitivitgiming to those in attendance. The Training will
include a brief review of the cultural sensitivity of the Project and the surrounding area;
what resources could potentially be identified during earthmoving activities; the
requirements of the monitoring rgram; the protocols that apply in the event inadvertent
discoveries of cultural resources are identified, including who to contact and appropriate
avoidance measures until the find(s) can be properly evaluated; and any other appropriate
protocols. All newconstruction personnel that will conduct earthwork or grading activities
that begin work on the Project following the initial Training must take the Cultural
Sensitivity Training prior to beginning work and the Project archaeologist and Consulting
Tribe(9 shall make themselves available to provide the training on an as needed basis.

c. The protocols and stipulations that the contractor, City, Consulting Tribe(s) and Project
archaeologist will follow in the event of inadvertent cultural resources discovénigsding
any newly discovered cultural resource deposits that shall be subject to a cultural resources
evaluation.

Prior to final inspection, the developer/permit holder shall prompt the Project Archeologist to
submit two (2) copies of the Phase Il DRi&covery report (if required for the Project) and the

Phase IV Cultural Resources Monitoring Report that complies with the Community Development
Department's requirements for such reports. The Phase IV report shall include evidence of the
required culturd/historical sensitivity training for the construction staff held during the-grade
meeting. The Community Development Department shall review the reports to determine adequate
mitigation compliance. Provided the reports are adequate, the Community|D@went

Department shall clear this condition. Once the report(s) are determined to be adequate, two
copies shall be submitted to the Eastern Information Center (EIC) at the University of California
Riverside (UCR) and one copy shall be submitted to thiedPga Cultural Resources Department.

Furthermore Mitigation Measures CULand CU2 have beenncorporated whichrequire Soboba
andPechanga monitorinduring all grounedisturbing activitiesAlso,General Plan policies are in
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place to preserve andrptect archaeological and histoniesources and cultural sites, places,
districts, structures, landforms, objects, and native burial streglitional culturallandscapesand
other features, consistent with state law and any lavegjulationsor policies which may be adopted
by the City (OCS.1). TheProposed Projeawouldresult in a lesshan significant impact relating to
buried cultural resources with implementation Wfitigation MeasuresCUL1 through CUH2, as
detailed below.

Mitigation Measures

CUL-1: Native American Monitoring (Soboba)

Tribal monitor(s) shall be required aite during algrounddisturbing activities, including grading,
stockpiling of materials, engineered fill, rooushing, etc. The land divider/permit holder shall
retain a aualified tribal monitor(s) from th&oboba Band of Luiseno Indians. Prior to issuance of a
grading permit, the developer shalibmit a copy of a signed contract between the above
mentioned Tribe and the landivider/permit holder for the monitoring of th@rojectto the
Community DevelopmeriDepartment and to the Engineering Department. The Native American
Monitor(s) shall havéhe authority to temporarily divert, redirect, or halt the growlisturbance
activities to allowrecovery of cultural resources, in coordination with the Project Archaeologist.

CUL-2: Native American Monitoring (Pechanga)

Tribal monitor(s) shall be required aite during algrounddisturbing activities, including grading,
stockpilingof materials, engineered fill, roakushing, etc. The land divider/permit holder shall
retain a qualified tribal monitor(s) from theechangdand of Luiseno Indians. Prior to issuance of a
grading permit, the developer shalibmit a copy of a sighed doact between the above

mentioned Tribe and the landivider/permit holder for the monitoring of th@rojectto the
Community Developmeribepartment and to the Engineering Department. The Native American
Monitor(s) shall havéhe authority to temporarily drert, redirect, or halt the groundisturbance
activities to allowrecovery of cultural resources, in coordination with the Project Archaeologist.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED

c. Would the projectisturb any human remains, includitfgpse interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

No human remains or cemeteriase anticipated to be disturbed by tHeroposed Projectue to

thet NP2 2 S CGedistifg Ednditions and purpose. Although highly unlikely, the potential exists for
the uncoverilg of human remains during the excavation of t&584cy of cut. Ifhuman remains

are encountered, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that no further disturbance
shall occur until the Riverside County Coroner has made the necessarydiaditmoriginFurther,
pursuant to Public Resource Code Sect087.98(b) remains shall be left in place and free from
disturbance until a final decision as to ttreatment and disposition has been made. If the Riverside
County Coronedetermines the remains tbe Native American, the Native American Heritage
Commission shall be contacted within the pergpmkcified by law (24 hours). Subsequently, the
Native American Heritage Commission shall identify'thest likely descendarit

Themost likely descendant shall then make recommendations and engagmsultation
concerning the treatment of the remains as provided in Public Resources Code S6&{od8.
Human remains from other ethnic/cultural groups with recognized historical &ggmts tothe
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Projectarea shall also be subject to consultation between appropriate representatives from that
group and the Community Development Director.

It is understood by all parties that unless otherwise required by law, the site of any reburial of
Native American human remains or associated grave goods shall not be disclosed and shall not be
governed by public disclosure requirements of the California Public Records Act. The Coroner,
pursuant to the specific exemption set forth in California Goreent Code 6254 (r)., parties, and

Lead Agencies, will be asked to withhold public disclosure information related to such reburial,
pursuant to the specific exemption set forth in California Government Code 6254 (r).

With compliance with the aboveeferencel state laws, thd’roposed Projectwith regard to the
potential discovery of human remains or cemeteries during construction, would result in a less than
significant impact.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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6 Energy

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Result il potentially significant
environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, orunnecessary consumption
of energy resources, during project . .
construction or operation? | y |
a. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local
plan for renewable energy or energy . - .
efficiency? | | y |

a. Would the projectesult ina potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during project construction or
operation?

DuringProject construction, energy would be consumed in the form of petroleomsed fuelsised

to power offroad constructiorheavy equipment, lightiuty vehicles, machinery, and generators
the Project Siteand construction worker travel to and from theroject Site TheProjectwould
requiregrading anceventualpaving of theProject SiteTemporary grid power may also be provided
to construction trailers or electric construction equipmeHbwever, @ergy use during

construction would be temporary in nature, and construction equipment used would be typical of
similarsized construction pregts in the region. Furthermore, in the interest of cost efficiency,
construction contractors would not utiliZzeiel in a manner that is wasteful or unnecessary.
Therefore Proposed Projeatonstruction would not result in a potential impact due to wastefu
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, and no construetaiad energy
impact would occurDue to the nature of théroject operation of theProjectwould produce
minimal consumption of energy resourcas there is no proposeaperations postconstruction
Therefore, construction and operational energy impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the projectanflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiercy?

The Projectdoes not conflict or inhibit the implementation of any energy efficiency policies adopted
Ay GKS [ AGediscxSey N in SectiborBgenhouse Gas Emissigthe Proposed
Projectwould not conflict with applicable greenbee gas reduction plans, which include energy
efficiency measured herefore,in regard tostate or local plans for renewable energy or energy
efficiency,noimpact would occur.

NO IMPACT
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7 Geology a nd Solls

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantialadverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

1. Rupture of &known earthquake
fault, as delineated on the most
recent AlquistPriolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidenc
of a known fault?

—_
<SS
—_

—
—

2. Strong seismic ground shaking?

3. Seismierelated ground failure,
including liquefaction?

<SS

4. Landslides?

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil?

<

c. Belocated on a geologic unit or soil tha
isunstable or that would become
unstableas a result of the project, and
potentially result in onor off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence
liguefaction, or collapse?

<

d. Be located on expansive soil, as define
in Tablel8-1-B of the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial direct
or indirect risks to life or property?

<,

e. Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?

3
3

<,

f. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unigt
geologic feature?

<
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a.l. Would the projectirectly or indirectly causpotential substantialadverse effects, including the
risk of bss, injury, or death involvingpture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the
most recent AlquisPriolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Mapused by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial evidence of a knownZault

Although theProject Sitas located in seismically active Southéalifornia, the site is not located
within an AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault Zo@OC2015). No faults weradentified on the site
during site evaluation. In addition, the site is not located within a fault zordelhseated by the
City of Menifee. The closest active fault is the Anza segment of the San JacintooRaykn active,
right-lateral, strikeslip fault, located approximately 9.9 miles northeast of Bveject Site
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a.2. Would the projectirectly or indirectly causpotential substantialadverse effectsincluding the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving strong seismic ground shaking?

TheProposed Projeatvould be subject to grounghaking impactshould a major earthquake in the
area acur in the future. Potential impacts include injury or loss ofdifd property damage.
However, theProposed Projeawould not include new structures. Furthermotige Project Sitds
subject to strong seismic ground shaking as are virtually all priggeart SoutheriCalifornia.
Adherence to existing regulations would reduce the risk of loss, injury, and deathmpadts due
to strong ground shaking would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a.3. Would tre projectdirectly or indirectly causpotential substantialadverse effectsincluding the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving seismailated ground failure, including liquefaction?

Liguefaction is a phenomenon that occurs when soil undergoes wanstion from asolid state to

a liguefied condition due to the effects of increased parater pressure. This typicalbccurs

where susceptible soils (particularly the medium sand to silt range) are located over a high
groundwater table (within 50 feetfahe surface). Affected soils lose all strength during liquefaction
andfoundation failure can occur.

According to the California Department of Conservation Seismic Hazard Evaluation system and the
Menifee General Plan, theroject Sitds not located in a Zone of Required Investigation for
liquefaction(DOC2015). This indicates that the area has not been subject to historic occurreince
liquefaction, orlocal geological, geotechnical, and groundwater conditions do not indpzztential

for permanentground displacement such that mitigation as defined in Public ResoGa#es
Section2693(c) would beequired. Due to the depth of groundwater greater thanfeet, the

potential for liguefaction andiquefactioninduced settlement is caidered very low. Additionally,

the proposed development woulgdrimarily consist of compacted fill over dense alluvial deposits.
These soils are not considersdsceptible to liquefactionlherefore, no impacts due to tHeroject
Sitefrom seismically indecedliquefaction would occur. No mitigation is required.

NO IMPACT

a.4. Would the projectirectly or indirectly causgotential substantialadverse effectsincluding the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving landslides?

Fieldobservations did not indicate the presence of landslides on or in the immedgitety of the
subject site. Review of the regional geologic map of the area does not indicapeethence of
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known or suspected landslides in the vicinity of the site. Ngaicts to theProject Sitefrom
landslides would occur and no mitigation is required.

NO IMPACT

b. Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Topsoil is used to cover surface areas for the establishmentremidtenance évegetation due to

its high concentrations of organic matter and microorganisms.Progcthas the potential to
expose surficial soils to wind and water erosion during construeativities. Wind erosion would
be minimized through soil stabilizationemsures required by SCAQMD Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust),
such as daily wateringVater erosionrwouldo S LINB@JSYy i SR GKNRdJZAK (GKS
control practices required pursuant to the California Building Code and the NPDES, such as silt
fencing, fiberolls, or sandbags. Further, tiRroposed Projeatonsists only grading and restoration
activities and would not build any structures. Impacts related to soil erosion would be less than
significant with implementation of existing regulations. No mitigati® required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil thahi&able, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result inooroff-site landslide, lateral
spreading, sukidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

Impacts related to liquefaction and landslides are discussed ahaveral spreading is the
downslope movement of surface sediment due to liquefaction in a subsuldgee. The downslope
movement is due to gravity anearthquake shaking combined. Such movemean occur on slope
gradients of as little as one degree. Lateral spreading typically damages pipetilitésss, bridges,
and structures.

Due to the very low potential for liquefaction, the potential for latesareading is also considered
verylow. Further, theProposed Projeatonsists only grading and restoration activities and would
not buildany structures. Therefore, tHeroposed Projedtnpacts arising from unstable soils would
be less tharsignificant.No mitigation is required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d. Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in T&ik8 of the Uniform
Building Cod¢1994) creating substantialirect or indirectisks to life or property?

TheProposed Projedtdoes not include the addition of new structures. Furthermaehsurface
exploration indicates that th@roject Sitgorimarily consists of undocumented fill overlyiQof
deposits. Because theroposed Projeatonsists only grading andstoration activities and would
not build any structures, theroposed Projeatvould result in no impact with respect to expansive
soilsand associated risks to life and property.

NO IMPACT
e. Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supmpthe use of septic tanks or

alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Declaration 39

/] AG&Q



City of Menifee
Trumble Road Pit Restoration

TheProposed Projeds a restoration of a mining pit. THroposed Projeatvould notutilize a septic
system. Thereforehe Proposed Projeatvould not have an impact on soils incapableadéquately
supporting the use of septic tanks. No impact would occur, and no mitigation is required

NO IMPACT

f.  Would the projectirectly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontologjicsource or site or
unique geologic feature?

Paleontological resources are the fossilized remains of organisms from prehistoric environments

found in geologic strata. These resources are valued for the information they yield about the history

of the earth and its past ecological settings. The potential for fossil occurrence depends on the rock

type exposed at the surface in a given amkecording to the Paleontological Resource Impact

Mitigation Program(PRIMPJ)eport prepared by Rincon in Januaryl2dor the Project Sitethe

Project Sitas considered to have a high potential for paleontological sensi{i@iijfford & DeBusk)

The high potential of impacts to the paleontological sensitivity of the geologic deposits in the

Project Siteequirecomgf A YOS gAGK GKS [/ AG@& QawhkhiredycBtha\R O2 Yy RA (i
impacts to less than significadh accordance with the standard conditions of approval,
2YyaliNWzOGA2yY Y2y AlG2NRAY 3 ¢ Adudlified @lecdtdlofiBallndiit8tA 68 2y S
gualified paleontological monitor is defined as an individuab has experience with collection and

salvage of paleontological resources and meetsntiir@dmum standards of the SVP (2010).

Prior to the start of construction, the Qualified Paleontasighall conduct training for construction
personnel regarding the appearance of fossils, the types of fossils that may be encountered on site,
and the procedures for notifying paleontological staff should fossils be discovered by construction
staff. Thetraining will also include a discussion of applicable laws, mitigation measures, and
penalties for removal or disturbance of fossil materials found on site. The WEAP shall be fulfilled at
the time of a preconstruction meeting before the start of projeadgnd disturbance.

Ground disturbing construction activities (including grading, trenching, drilling at a diameter greater
than 3feet, and other excavation) in previously undisturbed Quaternary older alluvial fan deposits
shall be monitored by a qualifigzhleontological monitor on a futime basis when ground

disturbance exceeds 4 feeays. Fultime is defined as during 100% of earttoving activities.

Ground disturbing activities in previously disturbed sediments or fill, or ground disturbance that
does not exceed 4 feet in depth will not require paleontological monitoring.

Upon completion of ground disturbing activity associated withBeject(and curation of fossils if
necessary/if discovered) the Qualified Paleontologist will prepare a finalatdtigand monitoring

report outlining the results of the mitigation and monitoring program. The report will be
commensurate with the scope of work and results of the monitoring. At minimum, it will include
discussion of the location, duration antethods of the monitoring, any recovered fossils and
associated stratigraphic data, a discussion of the scientific significance of any recovered fossils and
identify the curation facility. The report will be submitted to the City within 30 days following
completion of monitoring and laboratory work. If the monitoring efforts produced fossils, then a
copy of the report will also be submitted to the Western Science Center. The cost of reporting is the
responsibility of North Pacific Developments, Inc.

With implementation of the standard conditions of approval, as described alpmtentialimpacts
from Rojectimplementationwould not directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological
resource, site, or featurehus,mpacts to paleontological resourcesuld be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the . . .
environment? y [
a. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy,
regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing theemissions of greenhouse . . .
gases? | | y |

The analysis below is based the Greenhouse Gas Emissions Analysis/CalEED&tEEMod Model
Output) prepared by Rincon Consultarftsfer to AppendidB). Below is a summary of the GHG
CalEEModnodeloutput in order to support the recommended significance conclusion.

Regulatory Setting
The following regulations and case law address both climate change and GHG emissions.

State Regulations

CARB is responsible for the coordination and oversight of state aatldopollution control

LINEANF Y& AY [/ FEAF2NYALFI® ¢KSNB | NB ydzYSNRdza NI 3Idz |
emissions. These initiatives are summarized below. For more information on the Senate and

Assembly Bills, executive orders, building coded, r@ports discussed below, and to view reports

and research referenced below, please refer to the following websites:

https://www.energy.ca.gov/dataeports/reports/californiasfourth-climate-changeassessment
www.arb.ca.gov/cc/cc.htmandhttps://www.dgs.ca.gov/BSC/Codes

CALIFORNIA GLOBALWARMING SOLUTIONSACT OF2006 (ASSEMBLYBILL32 AND SENATEBILL32)

¢CKS &/ FftAFT2NYAlL Df2o6lFf 2FN¥YAYy3 {2fdziAz2zya ! O 27F |
legislative initiative for reducing GHG esi®1s. AB 32 codifies the statewide goal of reducing GHG

emissions to 1990 levels by 2020 and requires CARB to prepare a Scoping Plan that outlines the

main State strategies for reducing GHG emissions to meet the 2020 deadline. In addition, AB 32
requiresCARB to adopt regulations to require reporting and verification of statewide GHG

emissions. Based on this guidance, CARB approved a 1990 statewide GHG level and 2020 target of

431 MMT of Ce&, which was achieved in 2016. CARB approved the Scoping Plasemhigr 11,

2008, which included GHG emission reduction strategies related to energy efficiency, water use, and
recycling and solid waste, among others (CARB 2008). Many of the GHG reduction measures

included in the Scoping Plan (e.g., Low Carbon Fuali&@@nAdvanced Clean Car standards, and

Capand¢ NI RS0 KIF @S 0SSy | R2LIISR aAyO0S (KS {O02LAy3 tf
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change priorities for the next five years, set thegmdwork to reach pos2020 statewide goals,

FYR KAIKEATIKGSR / FEAT2NYAII-REANKINPANBAIDIR 68 NRAY¥ED)
32 t& RSFAYSR Ay GKS 2NARIAYIE {O2LAy3 tflyd LG |1
reduction srategies with other state policy priorities, including those for water, waste, natural

resources, clean energy, transportation, and land use (CARB 2014).

On September 8, 2016, the governor signed Senate Bill (SB) 32 into law, extending the California
Gldbal Warming Solutions Act of 2006 by requiring the state to further reduce GHG emissions to 40
percent below 1990 levels by 2030 (the other provisions of AB 32 remain unchanged). On December
14, 2017, CARB adopted the 2017 Scoping Plan, which provideseork for achieving the 2030
target. The 2017 Scoping Plan relies on the continuation and expansion of existing policies and
regulations, such as the Gapd-Trade Program, and implementation of recently adopted policies
and legislation, such as SB 128® SB 100 (discussed later). The 2017 Scoping Plan also puts an
increased emphasis on innovation, adoption of existing technology, and strategic investment to
support its strategies. As with the 2013 Scoping Plan update, the 2017 Scoping Plan does not
provide projectlevel thresholds for land use development. Instead, it recommends that local
governments adopt policies and locally appropriate quantitative thresholds consistent with
statewide per capita goals of six MT of €0y 2030 and two MT of G®by2050 (CARB 2017). As
stated in the 2017 Scoping Plan, these goals may be appropriate felepkdranalyses (city, county,
subregional, or regional level), but not for specific individual projects because they include all
emissions sectors in the stat€ ARB 2017).

SENATEBILL1383

Adopted in September 2016, SB 1383 (Lara, Chapter 395, Statues of 2016) requires CARB to approve
and begin implementing a comprehensive strategy to reduce emissions oflsteaticlimate
pollutants. SB 1383 requires tlserategy to achieve the following reduction targets by 2030:

A Methanec 40 percent below 2013 levels
A Hydrofluorocarbong, 40 percent below 2013 levels
A Anthropogenic black carbon50 percent below 2013 levels

As a result, CARB adopted the SHavied Climat Pollutant Reduction Strategy in 2017 and has
initiated implementation. SB 1383 also requires the California Department of Resources Recycling
and Recovery (CalRecycle), in consultation with the CARB, to adopt regulations that achieve
specified targets foreducing organic waste in landfills. CalRecycle has initiated the rulemaking
process for these regulations with the proposed regulation text submitted to the Office of
Administrative Law in October 2020.

EXECUTIVEORDERB-55-18

On September 10, 2018, tliermer Governor Brown issued Executive Order (E65-B3, which
established a new statewide goal of achieving carbon neutrality by 2045 and maintaining net
negative emissions thereafter. This goal is in addition to the existing statewide GHG reduction
targets established by SB 375, SB 32, SB 1383, and SB 100.
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CALIFORNIAINTEGRATEIWASTEMANAGEMENTACT (ASSEMBLYBILL341)

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989, as modified by AB 341 in 2011, requires
SI OK 2dzNA aRA Ol A 2 ye@ylingiekawidSnclNdg &ndribieredtstion-sghédule

that shows: (1) diversion of 25 percent of all solid waste by January 1, th®®&8gh source

reduction, recycling, and composting activities and (2) diversion of 50 percent of all solid waste on
andafter January 1, 2000.

Regional Regulations

SB 375 requires MPOs to prepare an RTP/SCS that will achieve regional emission reductions through
sustainable transportation and growth strategies. On September 23, 2010, CARB adopted final
regional targets foreducing GHG emissions from 2005 levels by 2020 and 2035. SCAG was assigned
targets of an 8 percent reduction in GHGs from transportation sources by 2020 and a 13 percent
reduction in GHGs from transportation sources by 2035. Most recently, SCAG adup&aP

2045 RTP/SCS. It includes a number of strategies and objectives to encouragetiantt! and

infill development and use of alternative transportation to minimize vehicle use.

Local Regulations

The Western Riverside Council of Governments (WR@®veloped a subregional Climate Action

Plan (CAP) for its member jurisdictions, which includes Menifee; however, according to the CAP, the
City of Menifee has not elected to participate in the subregional CAP. The City of Menifee has also
not adopted agualified GHG reduction plan or other plans or regulations for the purpose of

reducing GHG emissions. However, the Menifee General Plan includes the following goals and
associated policies that relate to common sources of GHG emissions (City of Meni3g¢e 201

Goal OSd: Efficient and environmentally appropriate use and management of energy and mineral
resources to ensure their availability for future generations.

Policy OS@.1 Apply energy efficiency and conservation practices in land use,
transportationdemand management, and subdivision and building
design.

Policy OS&.2 Evaluate public and private efforts to develop and operate alternative
systems of energy production, including solar, wind, and fuel cell.

Goal OS@: A reliable and safe water supplyat effectively meets current and future user
demands.

Policy OS@.2 Encourage water conservation as a means of preserving water
resources.

Policy OS@.3 Coordinate with the Eastern Municipal Water District to educate the
public on the benefits of watezonservation and promote strategies
residents and businesses can employ to reduce their water usage.

Policy OS@.4 Encourage water conservation as a means of preserving water
resources.

Goal OS@0: An environmentally aware community that is responsivetianging climate
conditions and actively seeks to reduce local greenhouse gas emissions.

Policy OS€0.1 Align the city's local GHG reduction targets to be consistent with the
statewide GHG reduction target of AB 32.
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Policy 0S€0.2 Align the city's longerm GHG reduction goal consistent with the
statewide GHG reduction goal of Executive Ordé885.

Policy 0S€0.3 Participate in regional greenhouse gas emission reduction initiatives.

Policy 0S€0.4 Consider impacts to climate change as a fact@viauation of
policies, strategies, and projects.

a. Would the project generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Construction Emissions

Construction of théProjectwould generate temporary GHG emissions primarily due to the
operation of construction equipment and truck trips. As mentione8éction 3Air Qualityabove

haul trips were included in the model to provide a conservative estimate of emissions, howgver, a
mentionedabove the Projectwould not increaselaily constructionrelated haul trips to théProject

Site however the total duration of construction is increased through the Proposed Project,
therefore increasing total number of construction triggo gerational delivery would occur during
the construction phase and worker trips relied on CalEEMod defatéiEEMod provides an

estimate of emissions associated with the construction period, based on parameters such as the
duration of construction actiwt, area of disturbance, and anticipated equipment to be utilized
during construction. Complete results from CalEEMod and assumptions can be viewed in Appendix
B.

Operational Emissions

The Projectvould include grading associated with the restoration ofacfes of the Trumble Road
Open Pit and would not result in a change of or increase intemg operational emissiong.he
Projectwould not increaselaily haul trips to theProject Sitgpost-construction as there is no
proposed operation of the Proje@&ite included in the Projegroposal

Table 5 Estimated Construction GHG Emissions

Construction Year Annual Emissions (MT G€&)

2022 255
2023 1,087
Total 1,342
Amortized ovefTwo Years 671
SCAQMD Industrial Threshold 10,000
Exceeds SCAQMiustrial Threshold? No

See AppendiBfor CalEEMod results.

Project Impacts

The construction emissions included provide a conservative estjrbatause hauling trips are
included in the analysis, although tReojectwould not result in an increase taily hauling trips to
the Project Site As shown iTable above constructionactivity for theProjectwould increase the
total number of trips generated and the Project woglenerate an estimated 1,344T CQe or
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amortized annual emissions of 671 MT.E@er year. These emissions do not exceedSGAQMD
Industrial GHG threshold of 10,000 MT-E@er year, and impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the project conflict withraapplicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose
of reducing the emg@ons of greenhouse gases?

As discussedbove inRegulatory Settinga number of plans and policies have been adopted to
reduce GHG emissions in the Southern California region. General Plan goals and policies also
address citywide levels of GHG emissidisegoals and policies included in the General Plan that
relate to GHG emissions are generally applicable for government agencies, however, and are not
explicitly applicable to business operators; therefore, they would not apply t&tbposed Project
Lkewise, as mentioned und&egulatory Setting { / ! DQa w¢t k{/ { AyOfdzRSa I
and objectives to encourage transitiented and infill development and use of alternative
transportation to minimize vehicle use. While tReoposed Project wodlresult in continued soil
import to the site until restoration is complete, it would not result in neperationalvehicle trips

as there will be no mining activities import or export of soil®ccurring on the site post

construction Furthermore the Proposed Project wouldomply with applicable SCAQMD rules (e.qg.,
Rule 403), and is consistent with regional and local strategies to reduce GHG emissions. The
Proposed Projeatvould consist of temporary construction, including grading and restoringétés

of the existing Trumble Road Open Pit, which would generate approximately 671 MIeqh&€O

year. However, thisvould not exceed the SCAQMD threshold. Pneposed Projeatvould not
substantially contribute to City, regional, or statewide GHG dorissor obstruct achievement of

local targets and state mandates. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

46



This page intentionally left blank

Environmental Checklist
Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Declaration

47



City of Menifee
Trumble Road Pit Restoration

9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal bfzardous
materials?

§

<,

b. Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident
conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the
environment? }f

c. Emithazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
0.25 mile of an existing or proposed
school? | y

d. Be located on a site that is included on .
list of hazardous material sites compilec
pursuant to Government Code Section
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

§
§

<

e. For a project located in an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, withinwo miles of a
public airport or public use airport, woul:
the project result in a safety hazard or
excessive noise for people residing or
working in the project area? y

3
3
3

f. Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adoptedemergency
response plan or emergency evacuatior
plan? | y

g. Expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to a significant risk
of loss, injury, or death involving wildlan

fires? | )f
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a. Would the project create significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

TheProposed Projeatould result in a significant hazard to thablic if theProposed Project
includes the routingransport, use, or disposal of hazardous materialplaces housing near a
facility which routinely transports, uses, or disposes of hazardous material®rdpesed Projeds
located within a manufacturing zoned area that contains light industrial. idesProposed Project
does not place housing near any hazardous materials facilities. The routinteansport, or
disposal of hazardous materials is primarily associated with industrial uses that reqgcire
materials for manufacturing operations orquuce hazardous wastes as-psoducts ofproduction
applications.

During construction, there would be a minor level of transport, use, and disposal of hazardous
materials and wastes that are typical of construction projects. This would include fuels and
lubricantsfor construction machinery, coating materials, etc. Routine construction control measures
and bestmanagement practices for hazardous materials storage, application, waste disposal,
accidentprevention and cleamup, etc. would be sufficient teeduce potential impacts to a less than
significantlevel. Operation of théroposed Projeawould not involve household cleaning products

or waste, suclas include cleaners, pesticides, and food waste. Impacts associated with the routine
transport and usef hazardous materials or wastes would be less than significant. No mitigation is
required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset aaccident conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials into the environment?

There are no open leaking underground storage tank (LUST) cases on or rewdnj¢liee Site
(SWRCRO022).Therefore, there would be no impact related to the release afdrdousnaterials

into the environment as a result of tHeroposed ProjectA search of federal, state, and local
agencieglatabases on reported USTs, hazardous waste generation, or hazardous material releases
revealedno results of hazardous siteSite reconnaissance did not reveal any pesticides, sumps,
clarifiers,swales, or surface impoundments containing hazardous materials. Ndé&esstl paint or
asbestogontaining materials were identified. Therefore, tReoposed Projeatvould not create a
significanthazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditiongnvolving the release of hazardous materials into the environmemtmpacts

would occur, and naenitigation is required.

NO IMPACT

c. Would e project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile of an existing or proposed school?

There are no existing or proposed schools within-goarter mile of theProject SiteTherefoe, no
impact, relating to existing or proposed schools, regarding hazardous matarigportation,
storage, and use would occur. No mitigation is required.

NO IMPACT
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d. Would the project be located on a sitet isincluded on a list of hazardous reaial sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

TheProposed Projeds not located on a site listed on the state Cortese Lisgrapilation of variois
sites throughout the state that have been compromised due to sajroundwater contamination
from past use CaEPA2022) Therefore, no impact would occur, and no mitigationeiquired.

NO IMPACT

e. For a project located within an airport land ygan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a
safety hazardr excessive noider people residing or working in the project area?

There are no public airports @rivate airstrips within two miles of thEroject Sitgthe Perris Valley
Airport is located just over two miles to the northwest of tRepject Sitg¢. The entirdProjectSte is
located in a compatibility zone (Zone D) for the March Air Redgage/Inland Por&irport Land

Use Compatibility Plan (ALUC). Within Compatibility Zone D, general plan amen@asenésl as

other discretionary actions, such as rezoning, subdivision approvals, use pamdittc.) that

would convert land to residentiause or increase the density of residential uses should be subject to
careful consideration of overflight impacts. Other considerations in Zone D include the height of
proposed buildings, antennas, or other structures.

TheProposed Projeds a restorathn project, importing soil over a period of time to fill the mining
pit and does not include the construction of new structures or the conversion to or creation of
residentialuses. Therefore, no impact would occur, and no mitigation is required.

NO IMPACT

f.  Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

TheProposed Projeatvould not impair implementation of gohysically interfere with an adopted
emergency resporesplan or evacuation plamecause ngermanent public street or lane closures
are proposed along Trumble Road or Watson R@axhstruction work would occur within the
Project Siteand would not result in traffic diversioRroposed Projedtnpacts would b less than
significant, and no mitigation is required.

NO IMPACT

g. Would the projecexpose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk
of loss, injury, odeath involving wildland firés

According to the Menifee General Plan, fBmject Siteand surrounding properties amot located
within a fire hazard zone. TH&roposed Projeaioes not include the construction of nestructures.
Because no structures would be built with tReoposed Bject, and theProject Sitas notlocated
within a fire hazard zone, theroposed Projeatvould not expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adjacent tourbanized aeas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands. Therefore, no
impact related to firehazards would occur, and no mitigation is required.

NO IMPACT
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10 Hydrology and Water Quality

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

h. Violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degradmurface
or ground water quality?

—_
—_

<,
—_

i. Substantially decrease groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that the
project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin? )f

—_—
—_—
-

J.  Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river or through the addition o
impervious surfaces, in a manner which
would:

() Result in substantiarosion or
siltation on or off-site;

<

(ii) Substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in
flooding on or off-site;

<

(iii) Create or contribute runoff water
which wouldexceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

—_C —
—C =
< <,
—_ —

(iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?

k. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zone
risk release of pollutants due to project
inundation?

—_
—
—— (

<

I.  Conflict with or obstruct implementation
of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management
plan?

—_
—_

<,
—_
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a. Would the projectiolate any water quality standards or wagléscharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality

A project normally would have an impact on surface water qualdisitharges associated with the
project would create pllution, contamination, or nuisance as defined/ifater Code Section 13050,
or that cause regulatory standards to be violated as defined iraghgicable NPDES stormwater
permit or WaterQuality Control Plan for a receiving water body. For the purposei®tpecific
issue, a significaninpact could occur if th€roject would discharge water that does not meet the
quality standards of thagencies whiclhegulate surface water quality and water discharge into
stormwater drainage systemSignificant impets could also occur if therojectdoes not comply
with all applicable regulationsgardingsurface water quality as governed by the SWR®Bse
regulations include preparation of a WQMP to redpcgential postconstruction water quality
impacts.

Three general sources of potential shtetm, constructionrelated stormwater pollution associated

with the Proposed Projedhclude: 1) the handling, storage, and disposal of construction materials

containing pollutants; 2) the maintenance angesation of construction equipment; and 3) earth

moving activities which, when not controlled, may generate soil erosion via storm runoff or
mechanicakquipment. TheéProposed Projeatould disturb more than one acre of land and

therefore subject taNPDE®ermit requirements during construction activities. Pursuant to the

Menifee Municipal Cod8ection15.01.015, new development or development projects shall control
stormwater runoffto preventany deterioration of water quality that will impair subsequemt

competing uses of the water. Tizepartment of Public Works and Engineering would review and
approvebestmanagemenpractices(BMPs) contained in therojectt LILX A OF y 1 Q& &adzo YA GG S
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to be implemented to réldeickischarge of

pollutants during construction. THerojectt LILJX A OF yi Q& {2ttt &KFff ARSY(GAT
minimize pollutant discharges during construction activities.

The proposed development would not generate any wastewater and thereforéddanot require
any special waste discharge permits. Regarding waste discharderdpesed Projectvould result
in no impact and no mitigation is required.

Compliance with existing federal, state, and local regulations related to water quality,
implementation of BMPs included in therojectconstruction SWPPP would result in impacts to
water quality being less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the projectbstantiallydecreasegroundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such th#tte project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

TheProject Sitas located in the Menifee Hydrologic Subarea (H@#in the Perris South
Hydrolagic Area of the San Jacinto Valley Hydrduiit (Menifee 2013)According to theGeneral
Plan EIR, there are no percolation basins or other areas in the City used for intergéraaige of
groundwaterbasins. Furthermore, due to the nature of tReopased Projectnogroundwater
supplies would beitilized.Proposed Projeatonstruction activities would not interfereith
intentional groundwater recharge. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is required.

LESS THAN SIGNANT IMPACT
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c.(i) Would the projecsubstantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious arfaces, in a mannaxhichwouldresult h substantial erosin orsiltation on- or
off-site?

c(ii) Would the projecsubstantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious grfaces, in a manner which wouldbstantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in floodingaroff-site?

c(iif) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious surfaces, in a manner that woaldate or contribute runofivater which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of pgked runoff?

c(iv) Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
includingthrough the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of
impervious surfaces, in a mannghichwouldimpede or redirect flood flows?

Potentially significant impacts to the existing drainage pattern ofRhgect Siteor areacould occur
if development of theProjectresults in substantial cror off-site erosion ossiltation. A site drainage
plan is required by the City of Menifee and would be reviewed by theEdigyneer. The final
grading and drainage plan would be approuscdthe City Department of PubMyorks and
Engineering during plan check review. Erosion and siltation reduction measurecBMRised in
the required SWPPP would be implemented during construction. At the completmmsfruction,
the Projectwould restore pervious surfaces. TiRroposed Projeatvould not alter thecourse of the
previous bludine stream that is no longer present on the site; thus, tejectwould notalter any
stream course. Impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigati@guired.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d. Inflood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zonesuld the projectisk release of poltants due to
project inundation?

TheProject Sitds not subject to tsunami due to its elevation and distance (over 40 miles) from the

ocean. There is low possibility of a seiche from these reservoirs affectiryofect Sitegiven the

ProjecQa 201 GA2y (2 (KS (B&tioNGRaogyBdSs@&RoettBite! & y 2 G S|
has not been identified as being in an area susceptible to landslides. Thus, the potential for mudflow

is relatively low dued the lack of natural rivers and streams in fejectvicinity. No impact would

occur.

NO IMPACT

e.  Would the projectonflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan?

TheProject Sitas locatedin the West San Jacinto Groundwater Management Area, which
currently managed through a Groundwater Sustainability Rlaith was implementeth 2022. The
San Jacinto Groundwater Basin is deemed a high priority basin, but not criticallyrafted dAs
previously stated, thé&rojectwould not interfere with intentional groundwater recharge or result in
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substantially degrade water quality. Impa@tsuld be less than significanand no mitigation is
required
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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11 Land Use and Planning

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Physically divide an established
community?

<

a. Cause a significaenvironmental impact
due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

<

—
—

y

a. Would the project physically divide an established community?

TheProposed Projeds within an area of Menifee comprised largely of light industréas. Light
industrial uses are located to the west, north, and east ofRh@ect Site Singlefamily residential
units are located immediately south of tiroject SiteAdditional residential land uses exéesst of
the Project Siteand across Highway 74 to the north. Thre®posed Projeds consistent and
compatible with the surrounding land uses and would not divide an established community. The
Proposed Projeaioesnot propose construction of any roadway, flood control channel, or other
structure that would physically divide any portion of the community. Therefore, no impact would
occur,and no mitigation is required.

NO IMPACT

b. Would the projectause a signifiant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use
plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

TheProject Sités designateEDCA Yy (1 KS / A& Qa DEcgnSrldDievelbpineny | yR 1 2y
Corridorg Northern Gateway (EDBG) TheProposed Projeaioes not include changes to either
designatiomorA & O2yaAradSyd ¢AGK GKS [/ AG&Qéoccr&ndSNI £ tf Fy
mitigation is not required.

NO IMPACT
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12 Mineral Resources

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact
Would the project:
a. Resultin the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would g
value to the region and the residents of . . .
the state? | y |

b. Resultin the loss of availability of a
locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local
general plan, specific plan, or other lanc
use plan?

y I

a. Would theproject result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state?

b. Would the project result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site deliraed on a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

According to the General Plan Draft EIR, no known signifinargral resources have been
designated in the City of Menifg®enifee2013).Historically, operation of th@roject Sitehas
included mining activities and soil hauling for import and export purposesPidject Sitavas
historically used for sand and gravel mining for use in local construst@ects. However, such
historical mining was never permitted by either the City of Menitedgy the County of Riverside.
Allsuch mining activities have ceased. UnderBneposed Proje¢tnomining or soil import
activitieswould occur. Soil import, grading, and restoratiae aroposed athe Project Siteup until
the open pitis filled and restored. Since the historical mininghegt Project Sitavas never
permitted, and the sitavas never delineated on a loaneral plan, specific plan, or other local
land use plan, thsite is notconsidered to be a locallgnportant mineral resource recovery site.
Therefore Proposed Projedmpacts relating to mineraksources would be less than significant,
and no mitigation is required

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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13 Noise

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the projectresult in

a. Generation of a substantial temporary o
permanent increase iambient noise
levels in the vicinity of the project in
excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, o
applicable standards of other agencies?

—_
—_

<
—_

b. Generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noiskevels?

—_
—_

<
—_

c. For a project located within the vicinity ¢
a private airstrip or an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not beer
adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive . .
noise levels? | | | y

The analysis below is based the Noise Impact Analysis/CalEEMod (Noise Report) prepared by
Rincon Consultantigefer to Appendid0). Below is a summary of the Noise Report in order to
support the recommended significance conclusion.

Overview of Sound Measurement

Noise level (or voime) is generally measured in decibels (dB) using theighted sound pressure
level (dBA). The-Weighting scale is an adjustment to the actual sound pressure levels to be
consistent with that of human hearing response, which is most sensitive to fretpgearound
4,000 Hertz (about the highest note on a piano) and less sensitive to low frequencies (below
100Hertz).

Sound pressure level is measured on a logarithmic scale with the 0 dBA level based on the lowest
detectable sound pressure level that peean perceive (an audible sound that is not zero sound
pressure level). Based on the logarithmic scale, a doubling of sound energy is equivalent to an
increase of 3 dBA, and a sound that is 10 dBA less than the ambient sound level has no effect on
ambientnoise. Because of the nature of the human ear, a sound must be about 10 dBA greater than
the ambient noise level to be judged as twice as loud. In general, a 3 dBA change in the ambient
noise level is noticeable, whileZLdBA changes generally are notgeived. Quiet suburban areas
typically have noise levels in the range of3®dBA, while areas adjacent to arterial streets are in

the 5060+ dBA range. Normal conversational levels are in th@560BA range, and ambient noise
levels greater than 65 dBaan interrupt conversations.
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Noise levels typically attenuate (i.e., drop off) at a rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance from point
sources (e.g., industrial machinery). Noise from lightly traveled roads typically attenuates at a rate

of about 4.5 dBA gr doubling of distance. Noise from heavily traveled roads typically attenuates at
about 3 dBA per doubling of distance. Noise levels may also be reduced by intervening structures;
generally, a single row of buildings between the receptor and the noisesaaduces the noise

level by about 5 dBA, while a solid wall or berm reduces noise levels by 5 to 10 dBA (Federal Transit
Administration [FTA] 2IB). The manner in which homes in California are constructed generally
provides a reduction of exterien-interior noise levels of about 20 to 25 dBA with closed windows
(FTA 2@8).

In addition to the instantaneous measurement of sound levels, the duration of sound is important
since sounds that occur over a long period of time are more likely to be an annayacaese

direct physical damage or environmental stress. One of the most frequently used noise metrics that
considers both duration and sound power level is the equivalent noise level (Leq). The Leq is defined
as the single steady-#eighted level that iequivalent to the same amount of energy as that

contained in the actual fluctuating levels over a period of time (essentially, the average noise level).
Typically, Leq is summed over a dmaur period. Lmax is the highest RMS (root mean squared)

sound pressure level within the measuring period, and Lmin is the lowest RMS sound pressure level
within the measuring period.

The time period in which noise occurs is also important since noise that occurs at night tends to be
more disturbing than that which occsiduring the day. Community noise is usually measured using
DayNight Average Level (DNL), which is thén@dr average noise level with a-tiBA penalty for

noise occurring during nighttime (D PM to 700 AM) hours, or Community Noise Equivalent
Level(CNEL), which is the &bur average noise level with a 5 dBA penalty for noise occurring from
7 PM to 10 PM and a 10 dBA penalty for noise occurring fra@B0BM to 700 AM. Noise levels
described by DNL and CNEL usually do not differ by more than 1Ind@Actice, CNEL and DNL are
used interchangeably.

Vibration

Groundborne vibration of concern in environmental analysis consists of the oscillatory waves that
move from a source through the ground to adjacent structures. The number of cycleequard of
oscillation makes up the vibration frequency, described in terms of Hz. The frequency of a vibrating
object describes how rapidly it oscillates. The normal frequency range of most groundborne
vibration that can be felt by the human body startsrfr a low frequency of less than 1 Hz and goes

to a high of about 200 Hz (Crocker 2007).

While people have varying sensitivities to vibrations at different frequencies, in general they are
most sensitive to lowrequency vibration. Vibration in buildingsyjch as from nearby construction
activities, may cause windows, items on shelves, and pictures on walls to rattle. Vibration of building
components can also take the form of an audible-foeguency rumbling noise, referred to as
groundborne noise. Groundlore noise is usually only a problem when the originating vibration
spectrum is dominated by frequencies in the upper end of the range (60 to 200 Hz), or when
foundations or utilities, such as sewer and water pipes, physically connect the structure and the
vibration source (FTA 2018). Although groundborne vibration is sometimes noticeable in outdoor
environments, it is almost never annoying to people who are outdoors. The primary concern from
vibration is that it can be intrusive and annoying to buildingupamts and vibratiorsensitive land
uses.
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Vibration energy spreads out as it travels through the ground, causing the vibration level to diminish
with distance away from the source. Hifflequency vibrations diminish much more rapidly than

low frequenciesso low frequencies tend to dominate the spectrum at large distances from the
source. Discontinuities in the soil strata can also cause diffractions or channeling effects that affect
the propagation of vibration over long distances (Caltrans 2020). Wheildinty is affected by

vibration, a grouneo-foundation coupling loss will usually reduce the overall vibration level.
However, under rare circumstances, the grodnefoundation coupling may actually amplify the
vibration level due to structural resonaes of the floors and walls.

Vibration amplitudes are usually expressed in peak particle velocity (PPV) or RMS vibration velocity.
The PPV and RMS velocity are normally described in inches per second. PPV is defined as the
maximum instantaneous positive aegative peak of a vibration signal. PPV is often used in
monitoring of blasting vibration because it is related to the stresses that are experienced by
buildings (Caltrans 2020).

a. Would the project resulh generation of a substantial temporary or peament increase in
ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other ag@ncies

The City ofMenifee Municipal Code Sectiorn2a0.060(Noise Control Regulations) establishes the
permissible noise level that may intrudey’ G S NJ |y S A TrKeoVRINCIpa CodiNBtANE &
the exterior noise level criteria for residential properties affected by stationary noise sources. For
residertial properties, the exterior noise level shall not exceed 65 dBA Leq during daytime hours
(7:00AMto 1000PM) and shall not exceed 45 dBA Leq during the nighttime hours (F0

7:00AM). The CitpMunicipal Codéncludesexemptionsthat may be requstedto its noise

standards for construction related activities, which allows for construction withinquegter of a

mile of inhabitants to take pladglonday through Saturday, except nationally recognized holidays,
6:30 a.m. to 7:00 p.mlf constructioroccurs off hours or exceeds noise thresholds, an application

for a constructioArelated exception shall be made using the temporary use application.

Ambient Noise

The most common source of noise in tAmject Sitevicinity is traffic on Trumble Road a#74.
Secondary noise sources include traffic @15 and Sherman Road. Motor vehicle noise, primarily

from cars and trucks, is of concern because it is characterized by a high number of individual events,
which often create sustained noise levels. Anmbiroise levels are generally highest during the

daytime and rush hour unless congestion substantially slows speeds.

To determine ambient sound levels at and near Fheject Sitetwo 15-minute sound level
measurements were collected during the morning peak hour between AM@nd 9:00AM using

an ANSI Type 2 integrating sound level meter. Two measurements were taken in the vicinity of the
Project Sitdo capture existing ambientosind levels at thd’roject Siteand at the nearessensitive
receivergrefer to AppendixXCfor sound level measurement datd)hese measurements are still
applicable to describe the existing ambient noise levels as current development in the immediate
area is similar to when the measurements occurred.or! Reference source not foundoelow,lists

the ambient sound levels measured at bddlcations and-igure3 showsthe sound level

measurement locations.
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Table 6 Project Vicinity Sound Level Monitoring Results

Distance to
dBA Centerline of

Measurement Measurement Leq dBA Primary the Noise
Number Location Sample Times [15] Lmax Noise Source Source (feet)

1 Southwest of 8:43 AM8:58 AM 61.0 48.0 81.3 Trumble Road 25
Project Siteon
Trumble Road neal
Illinois Avenue
intersection

2 Northeast of 7:58 AM8:13 AM  65.8 51.7 87.3 CA74 165
Project Siteon
Sherman Road
near CA74
intersection

See Appendicfor noise monitoring data.
1 Leq was measured over a-biinute period (Leq [15]).
Source: Rincon Consultants, field visit on December 28, 2017 using ANSI Type 2 Integrating sound level meter

The sound level recorded at Measurement Number 1 was 61 g@idL reflects existing ambient
sound at theProject Siteand the nearest sensitive receptor, residences south ofRtggect Siteon
lllinois Avenue. The sound level recorded at Measurement Number 2 was 65.3,@B4 teflects
existing ambient sound ahe next nearest sensitive receptor, residences to the northeast of the
Project Sitealong Jackson Avenue. The primary source of noise during both measurements was
traffic on Trumble Road and €4, respectively.

Temporary Construction Noise

Construction activity would result in temporary noise in Bmject Sitevicinity, exposing

surrounding nearby receivers to increased noise levels. Construction equipment would include a
Caterpillar D11T Crawler Dozer; Caterpillar 631WW Water Truck; @ategpillar 836 Landfill
CompactorConstruction equipment would not all operate at the same time or location. In addition,
construction equipment would not be in constant use during tHeo8r operating day.

Project construction would occur nearest tet singlefamily residences to the west and south that
are located adjacent to thBroject Site Single family residential uses and the Church of Jesus Christ
of LatterDay Saints are located across Mojave Avenue to the north and northwest, respectively, o
the Project Site Over the course of a typical construction day, construction equipment would be
located as close as 25 feet to the adjacent properties to the west and south and as close as 95 feet
to the singlefamily residential uses to the north and@@ feet to the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter
Day Saints to thaorthwest butwould typically be located at an average distance farther away due
to the nature of construction and the lot size of tReoject For example, during a typical

construction day, the equipment may operate across the horizontal distance of the site (1,000 feet)
or vertical distance (245 feet) from a nearby noise receiver. Therefore, it is assumed that over the
course of a typical construction day the constructi@ument would operate at an average

distance of 100 feet from adjacent singlmily residences to the west and south and 150 feet from
single family residencds the north and 200 feet from the church to the northwest of tAeject
Siteacross Mojave five.
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Table 7 Construction Noise Levels

Distance to
Construction Sensitive Receivers  Noise Level
Phase Equipment Sensitive Receiver (feet) (dBA L)
Grading Dozer, Compactor, Singlefamily residences to the west 100 75
Water Truck and south
Singlefamily residences to the north 150 71
Church to the northwest 200 69

All numbers rounded to the nearest whole number. See Appe@itix RCNM data sheets.

Construction activity is expected to occur over a period of approximately seven maiathis.lists

the noise levels from the type of equipment plathfor use during these activities at the closest
sensitive receivers. As shownTable, construction noise could be as high as 75 dBA Leq at the
nearest adjacent residential property. As showiTable, construction noise levels would reach as

high as 75 dBA Leq during a typical construction da discussed above, the City of Menifee
Municipal Code Section 9.210.060 (Noise Control Regulations) establishes the exterior noise level
criteria for residential properties affected by stationary noise sources. For residential properties, the
exterior noise levefor continuous ongoing projecthall not exceed 65 dBA Leq during daytime

hours (7:00 AM to 10:00 PM) and shall not exceed 45 dBA Leq during the nighttime hours (10:00 PM
to 7:00 AM). Construction noise levels could be as high as 75 bBAtlezprbyresidential

properties. However, the City does not have quantitative thresholds for construction noise. The
project would be exempt from City noise standards, if it coegpliith the construction hour

restrictions of Section 9.210.0&¢hich speifies that construction project located within one

guarter mile from an inhabitedwellingmay be exempt from noise standards provided that
construction occurs witthe hours of 6:3@&.m.and 7:00p.m.Monday through Saturaly, excluding
Sunday and nationly recognized holidays.

Therefore, with approval of the application for a construction related exemption, impacts from
construction noise would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the project result igeneration of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise
levels?

Construction activities known to generate excessive grelmighe vibration, such as pile driving,

would not be conducted by thEroject The greatest amtipated source of vibration during general
Project construction activities would be from a dozer, which may be used within 25 feet of the
nearest offsite residential structures to the south and west when accounting for setbacks. A dozer
would create appoximately 0.089 in/sec PPV at a distance of 25 feet (Caltran9.20#8 would be

lower than what is considered a distinctly perceptible impact for humans of 0.24 in/sec PPV and the
structural damage impact to residential structures of ®/dec PPV. Thefore, although a dozer

may be perceptible to nearby human receivers, temporary impacts associated with the dozer (and
other potential equipment) would be less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. For a project located within the vicinity @ private airstrip or an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use
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airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive
noise levels?

TheProject Sitds not located within two miles of an airport. No impacts related to airports would
occur. There are also no private airstrips in Brejectvicinity; there wouldbe no impacts related to
excessive noise near a private airstrip.

NO IMPACT
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14 Population and Housing

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Induce substantial unplanngabpulation
growth in an area, either directly (e.g., t
proposing new homes and businesses)
indirectly (e.qg., through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

—_
—_
—_

<

b. Displace substantimumbersof existing
people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

—

y

a. Would the project induce substantiahplannedpopulation growth in an area, either directly
(for example, by proposing new homes dnginesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

TheProposed Projeaoes not propose any housing or land uses that would resuliract

increases to population growth. TlRFoposed Projeds the restoratiorof a mining pit. The

Proposed Projeatvould be consistent with the growth assumptions estimated by SCAG for the City
of Menifee. TheProposed Projeatvould not induce population growth neither directly nor

indirectly. Therefore, no impacts woulolccur.

NO IMPACT

b. Would the project displace substantial numbers of exigtiemple othousing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

TheProject Sitas located on a developed site within an area comprised of iighistrid
businesses, vacant land, and surface street featuresPTtygosed Projeatvould notdisplace
existing housing or any people necessitating the construction of replacement halsavghere.
Thus, ndmpacts would occur.

NO IMPACT
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15 Public Services

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

a. Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated wit
the provision of hew or physically alterec
governmental facilities, or the need for
new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which coulc
cause significant environmental impacts
in order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, respnse times or other
performance objectives for any of the
public services:

—_—
—_—
—_—

1 Fire protection?

2 Police protection?

—_C =

—_—( -

—< S
—

3 Schools?

4 Parks?

<SS

5 Other public facilities?

a.1l. Would the project result inubstantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered fire protection facilities, or the need for new or physically altered
fire protection facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmenta
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objective®

The Riverside County Fire Department provides fire protectioneametgency medical response
services in the City of Menifee. Station No. 7 is lodapproximatel\2.72 miles south of the
proposedProject Siteat 28349 Bradley Road. The Riverside Countyl¥épartment in cooperation
with the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection seapgsoximately 19 million
residents over 7,200 square mil@iverside County 202@ccording to the Riverside County Fire
Department Annual Report 20, Station No. 7 responded toFB5service call§Riverside County
2020) TheProjectwould not have a significant impian fire response times, because tReojectis
locatedwithin the existing service area of the Riverside County Fire Department. No new or
expanded firgrotection facilities would be required as a result of thisject. Impacts related to
expansion ofire protection servicesvould be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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a.2. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altergablice protection facilities, or the need for new or physically altered
police protection facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other perferman
objective®

The City of Menifee Police Department Ressworn inofficers and b professional staffMenifee
2020).The Menifee Police Department is located?8714 Haun Roaith Menifee,approximately
6.5milessouthof the proposedProject SiteNo rew or expanded police facilitiegould need to be
constructed as a result of thBroject The nature of théProposed Projeatvould not result in
increased demand for police services. No new or expanded police facilities would need to be
constructed as aesult of thisProject Impacts related to police protection services would be less
than significant, and no mitigation is required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

a.3. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated wijilothision
of new or physically altered schools, or the need for new or physically altered schools, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios or other performance objectives

TheProposed Projeds located within the Romoland School District and Perris Udigh School
District. The nature of th€roposed Projeatould not generate additional demand @chool
facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur.

NO IMPACT

a.4. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered parks, or the need for new or physically altered parks, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impactsdar to maintain
acceptable service ratios or other performance objectives

Demand for park and recreational facilities typically result from residential developmkat.
Proposed Projeds a restoration of a mining pit. The nature of theposedProject would not
generate additional need for recreational facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur.

NO IMPACT

a.5. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of other new or physically altered publiadilities, or the need fasther new or physically
altered public facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objective®

Demand for public services such as libraries or hospitals typically result from residential
development. Théroposed Projeds a restoration of a mining pit. The nature of th®posed
Projectwould not generate additional need for public service faesit Therefore, no impact would
occur.

NO IMPACT
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16 Recreation

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

a. Would the project increase the use of
existingneighborhood and regional park
or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

—

—

—
<,

a. Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities whicl
might have an adverse physical effect o .
the environment? |

—

y

a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such thaubstantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated?

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on ti®ement?

TheProposed Projeaioes not include residential development that would credémand for park
and recreational facilities. THe&roposed Projeds a restoration of a mining pitherefore, no
impacts would occur.

NO IMPACT
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17 Transportation

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project:

a. Conflict with a progranplan, ordinance
or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

<,

b. Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines=ection 15064.3, subdivision
(b)?

§

<,

c. Substantially increase hazards due to a
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible use (e.g., farm equipment

— <
- —

d. Resultin inadequate emergency access

A Trip Generation Memorandum (Appendixwas prepared on January 31, 2018, by Rincon
Consultants, this analysis is partially based on that Memorandum.

a. Would the projectonflict with a programplan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

Based on the 201BINDfor the previousTrumble Road Open Pit Project, all significant thresholds
for transportation and traffic wes identified as having less than significant impacts. Hitposed
Projectdoes not anticipate additional impacts beyond what is scoped in the 2018 MND.

Construction of thé’roposed Projeawould result in a temporary increase in traffic through import
of soil for fill; however, during operati@h activities, it is expected that no additionidaps would
occur.Therefore, implementation of theroposed Projeawvould not conflict with current transit
policies and programand the impactsvould be less thasignificant

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guid&eatisn 15064.3,
subdivision(b)?

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b) identifies appropriate criteria for evaluating transportation
impacts. It states that land use projects with vehicle miles traveled (VMT) exceeding an applicable
threshold of significance may indicate a significant impantl that projects that decrease VMT
compared to existing conditions should be presumed to have a less than significant transportation
impact. TheProposed Projeatould create a net decrease in VMT, due to the cease of miles
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traveledduring operationTherefore, longterm, the Projectwould decrease VMT compared to
existing conditions and the impadis CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivisiowdgh)d be
less than significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Would the project substantially increase hazards duede@netricdesign feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible use (e.g., farm equipment)?

FinalProject Siteplans would be subject to City review and approvhich wouldensure that
Project driveway intersections and internal circulation are safe, with adegsigte distance,
driveway widths and stop signs where necessary for entering and exiting th&tsitdinal plans will
also identify access routes to/from th&oject Ste and potential turning movement restrictions for
City review and approval. This would prevent aoyential Project impactaused by design
feature. TheProposed Projeds arestoration of a mining piandwould not create hazards due to
incompatible useand would be consistent with surrounding land uses. No new-tery (i.e.,
operational) driveways aioadway improvements are proposed under tReoposed Project
Impactswould be less thasignificant, and no mitigation is required.

LES THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d. Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

TheProposed Projeds required to comply with Fire Department requirements for adequate
access. Projedite access and circulation would providdequate access artdrning radius for

SYSNHSyOe @OSKAOf Sazx Oz2yaraidSyd ¢AGK (4KS CANB

Project Sitevould be maintained during construction. No impact would occur regarding emergency
access and no mitigation is required.

NOIMPACT
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18 Tribal Cultural Resources

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project cause a substantial advel
change in the significance of a tritzalltural
resource, defined in a Public Resources Co
Section 21074 as either a site, feature, plac
or cultural landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the size and scope of the
landscape, sacred place, or object with
cultural value to a Ciébrnia Native American
tribe, and that is:

a. Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as fleed in Public
Resources Code&ion 5020.1(K) | Yy

b. Aresource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported |
substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources €oc
Section5024.1? In applying the criteria
set forth in subdivisioifc) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1, the le
agency shall consider the significaof
the resource to a California Native
American tribe. | y |

—_

a. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource as defined in Public Resources Sedtor21074 that idisted or eligible for listing in
the California Register of Historical Resources, or in adeg&ter of historical resources as
defined in Public Resources Codet®n 5020.1(k)?

b. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource as defined in Public Resources Code 21074 that is a refarogned by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code S#&ibh?

AB 52specifies that a project that may caussubstantial adverse change to defined Tribal Cultural
Resources (TCR) may result in a significant effect on the environmebi2. rkBuires tribes

interestedin development projects within a traditionally and culturally affiliated geographic area to
notify a leadagency of such interest and to request notification of future projects subject to CEQA
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prior to determining if a negative declaration, mitigated negatilexlaration, or environmental
impact report isrequired for a project.

There is a possibilityf intact tribal cultural resources that exist at depth. Due to this uncertainty,

Mitigation Measurs CUEL throughCUlH | YR G KS / AGeQad &aiGlhaRbaeR O2y RA
incorporated (se&ection 5Cultural Resourceabove) to address any previsly undiscovered

archaeological resources relating to TCRs encountered dBrwjgctimplementation.

Incorporation of mitigation would ensure thabtentialimpacts to buried TCRs are less than

significant through requirements for evaluation, salvag@ation, and reporting.

Although there was no indication of known TCRs withinRhgect Siteor within a onehalf mile

radiusof the Project Site AB 52 is clear in stating that it is the responsibility of the Public Agency

(e.g, LeadAgency) taconsult with Native American tribes early in the CEQA process to allow tribal
governments)ead agencies, androjectproponents to discuss the appropriate level of

environment review, identifiand address potential adverse impacts to TCRs, and reduce the

potential for delay and conflict in thenvironmental review process (s@aiblic Resources Code

Section 2108..3.2). Specifically, governmen8 2 SNy YSy i Oz2yadzZ GFdA2y YI & LI
1y26ftSR3IS¢ 2F GKS {(ddzRe ! NB I atdaknotibe obthined tarGughdza SR A Y
other investigativaneans.As described in the Introducticsf this documentand Section 5, Cultural

Resourceghe City has consulted theechanga, Agua Caliente, Rincon Band of Luiseno Indians, and
Sobobatribes, the consukition and requests of Soboba and Pechanga have been included in this

MND. ProposedProject impacts to TCRs (pursuant to AB 52) would be less than significaihevith

standard conditions of approval described in the Cultural Resources section of thisetdcama

mitigation measures CuLand CU2.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure<CUL1 and CUL2 listed above in this MNBre alsoapplicablehere.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED
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19 Utilities and Service Systems

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Would the project

a. Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment oistorm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which coulc
cause significant environmental effects | y

—

b. Have sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project andeasonably
foreseeable future development during
normal, dry and multiple dry years? )f

—

c. Resultin a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the
LINE 2 S O @ demadiid ad8itdnitd
iKS LINPOARSNDAa SEA | y

—

d. Generate solid waste in excess of State
local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of local infrastructure, or
otherwise impair the attainment of solid
waste reduction goals? | y

—

e. Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes ant
regulations related to solid waste?

—_
—_
-

y

a. Would the projectequire or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment ostorm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

The Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD) provides water service to the CityndE®IeEMWD

has four sources of water supply: imported water from the Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California (MWD), local groundwater, and recycled wéiéenifee 2013) However, theProjectis a
restoration of a mining pit and does not includenstruction of residential or commercial buildings.
TheProposed Projeatvould use relatively minimal water esite during construction to control
fugitive dust and address air quality concerns. Phaposed Projeds consistent with the General
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Environmental Checklist
Utilities and Service Systems

Plan anl impacts related to water supply are consistent with those contemplated and analyzed in
the EIRDue to the nature of théroject, no wastewater generation is expected from the
restoration of the mining pit. No new structures or land uses which are agedoivith generating
wastewater are proposedlo additional improvements would be needed to either sewer lines or
treatment facilities to serve th@roposed ProjectTherefore, theProjectwould result in less than
significant impacts relating to the poté&al need for new or expandedater orwastewater

treatment facilities. Thus, namitigation is required.

Potentially significant impacts could occur as a result offfagect if storm water runoff was
increased to a level that would require constructioinew storm drainage facilities. As discussed in
the Hydrology section, thBroposed Projeatvould not generate any increased runoff from the site
that would require construction of new storm drainage facilities. Proposed construction of the
Project would not increase impervious areas. In fact, tlvenberof pervious surfaces would
increase compaad to existing conditions. Impacts would be less than significant with
implementation of existing regulations and BMPs, and no mitigation is required.

Electrical service to theroject Sitds provided by &ithern California Edisgnvhich maintains
substdions and transmission lines throughout southern California, including the Valley Substation
on Menifee Roadpproximately2.4 milessoutheastof the Project Site ©uthern California Gas
provides natural gas service to tReoject Site There neareshigh-pressure distributiorine is along
Watson Road and Case Road directly vaéshe Project SiteVerizon provides telecommunication
service to the Menifee area andould not be impacted by théroject. Impacts with respect to new

or expanded electric powenatural gasor telecommunicationacilities would be less than
significant.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

b. Would the projechave sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during norngaly and multiple dry years?

TheProject could result in significant impacts if tReojectrequiredadditional water supplies than
are currently entitled There are adequate forecast water supplies in the region foPtioposed
Project anddue to the nature of thé?roject, no additionatvater entitlements are required.
Therefore, a less than significant impacts would occur, anahitigation is required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Would the projectesult in a determination by the waswater treatment provider which serves
2NJ Yl & &SNS GKS LINR2SOG GKFG AG KF&a FRSldzGS
AY FTRRAGAZ2Y (2 (GKS LINRPGARSNNa SEAaGAYy3I O2YYAlY

As detailedabove,the Proposed Projeatvould be adequately served lexisting facilities. Therefore,
less than significant impacts would occand no mitigation is required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

d. Would the project gnerate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the
capacity of locainfrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction
goals?
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e. Would the projectomply with federal, state, and localanagement and reductiostatutes
and regulations related to solid waste?

Significant impacts could occur if tReojectwould exceed the existing permitted landfithpacityor

violates federal, state, and local statutes and regulations. Solid waste from Menifee is collected by

Waste Management, Inc. (WMHBlowever, due to theature of theProject no solid waste

generation is expected from the restoration of the pit. Pmjectwould involvel6,584 cyof cut

and306,448cy of fill. No soil would be exported from tieoject Site Under theProposed Project

existing soil impd would continue until the restoration is complete. Therefore, it is not expected

that the Proposed Projeas 2 dzf R A YLJ OG G KS / A-tinén@ted (AR9BIJvakste y OS 4 A
diversion requirements. Impacts would be less than significant, and no totigarequired

TheProposed Projeds required to comply with all applicable federal, state, County, Gityl
statutes and regulations related to solid waste as a stané®aogectcondition of approval.
Therefore,impacts would be less than significaahd no mitigation is required.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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20 Wildfire

Less than

Significant

with Less than

Mitigation Significant
Incorporated Impact No Impact

If located in omear state responsibility areas

or lands classified as very high fire hazard
severity zones, would the project:

a.

Substantially impair an adopted
emergency response plan or emergenc
evacuation plan?

Due to slope, prevailing winds, aother
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks and
thereby expose project occupants to
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire
or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

Require the installation or maintenance
of associated infrastructure (such as
roads fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other utilities)
that may exacerbate fire risk or that ma
result in temporary or ongoing impacts
to the environment?

Expose people or structures to significa
risks, includinglownslopes or
downstream flooding or landslides, as a
result of runoff, postfire slope instability,
or drainage changes?

<

<

<

| y |

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the piectsubstantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or

emergency evacuation plan?

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the projeatiue to slope, prevailing windand other factors, exacerbate wildfire
risks and thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the

uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very aibhZard severity
zones, would the projecequire the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure
(such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temaor or ongoing impacts to the environment?
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Environmental Checklist
Wildfire

d. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity
zones, would the projeexpose people or structures to significant risks, including downslopes
or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, girst slope instability, or
drainage changes?

According to Exhibit-8 of the Menifee General Plan, tli&oject Sitas not in a fire hazard zone or
near any fire hazard zonéslenifee 2013)Additionally, theProject Sitas notlocated in a fire
hazard severity zone prepared by Cal R@Al{ FIREDO7). Because theroject Sitds not classified
as a high fire hazargeverity zone, thergvould be a less than significant impact to wildfire risk.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT
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21 Mandatory Findings of Significance

Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

Does the project:

a. Have the potential to substantially
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlif
population to drop belowselfsustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, substantially reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rar
or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or

prehistory? y

b. Have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
64/ dzydzt F GA @St e Oz2y
the incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in connectiol
with the effects of pasprojects, the
effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)?

<
<

-

<,

c. Have environmental effects which will
cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or
indirectly? | y |

-

a. Does the projediave the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population
to drop below sefsustaining levels, threaten to eliminate Ept or animal community,
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

TheProjectwould notsubstantially impact angcenic vistas, scenic resources, or the visual
character of the area, adiscussed ifvectionl, Aestheticsand would not result in excessive light or
glare. TheProject Sitas located withiran area of Menifee which includes commercial, vacant land
to the west, north, and east and residentialthe south. Moreover, the portion of Riverside County
containing he Project Sitas located in an arelanown to provide burrowing owl habitat. Therefore,
there is potential for burrowing owls to be presemn the Project SiteCompliance with state and

84



Environmental Checklist
Mandatory Findings of Significance

local laws and standard conditions of approval would result insathemn significant impact to
biological resources.

Adverse impacts to historic, paleontologicasources or human remains would be less than
significant with compliance with state and local laassd implementation of mitigation measures.
Constructiorphase procedures would be implementedtire event any important archaeological or
paleontological resources are discovered during gradiogsistent with Mitigation MeasureSUL1

and CUI2 and standard conditions of approval as described throughout thesimient ThisProject
SiteAda y20G (y2¢6y (G2 KIS lFye | aa20AF0A2Y GAGK Iy AN
prehistory. The environmental analygigovided inSection3, Air Quality concludeghat impacts

related to emissions of criteria pollutants and other guality impacts would be less than

significant. Sectioid, Geology and Sojland Section9, Hazards and Hazardous Materiat®nclude

that impacts related taGHG emissions, hydrology, and water quality would be less than significant.
Based on therecedinganalysis of potential imgcts in the responses to itemighru 20, no

evidence is presented that theroposed Projeatvould degrade the quality of the environment.
Impacts related to degradation of thenvironment and cultural resources would be less than
significant with mitigatin incorporation.

Mitigation Measures
Mitigation MeasuresCUL1 and CUL2 are applicable.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
64/ dzvdzf I GA @St e O2yaARSNIOfS¢é YSIya GKIG GKS Ay
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

Cumulative impas can result from thénteractions of environmental changes resulting from one
Proposed Projeatvith changes resulting frorather past, present, and future projects that affect
the same resources, utilities and infrastructsgstems, public services, trgportation network
elements, air basin, watershed, or other physmahditions. Such impacts could be shtatm and
temporary, usually consisting of overlappitgnstruction impacts, as well as long term, due to the
permanent land use changes and opéwatl characteristics involved with theroject

Cumulatively, thé’roposed Projeawould not result inany impacts thatvould substantially
combine with impacts of other current or probable futurepacts. Therefore, th€roposed Project
in conjunctionwith other future projects, would natesult in any cumulativelgonsiderable
impacts.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

c. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Based on the analysis of tRNE 2 $dc & the responses ®ections through?20, there is no
indication thatthe Proposed Projeawould result in significant impacts on human beings. While
there would be gossibility oftemporary adverseffects during construction related to cultural
resources, these impacts would be reducedess than significant levels thughmitigation. Short
term effects include increased vehicular traffic, draffic related noise. Néoong-term impacts
would exist due to the nature of théroject. The analysiserein concludes that dire@nd indirect
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environmental effects would at worsequire mitigation toreduce to less thasignificant levels.
Generally, environmental effects would result in less teaymificant impactsBased on the analysis
in this Initial Study, direct and indirect impacts to hunteings would be leghan significant with
mitigation incorporation.

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT WITH MITIGATION INCORPORATED
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Mandatory Findings of Significance

This page intentionally left blank

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Declaration

87



References

Bibliography

Aesthetics

California Department of Transportatio@#ltran3. 2019. Scenic Highways.
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lagandscapearchitectureand-communitylivability/lap-
liv-i-sceniehighwaygaccessed August 2022).

Menifee, City of. 2013. General Rl@ommunity Design Element @DEnhanced Landscape Corridors
and fenic Corridorshttps://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1061/Exhibit €D
2 _Corridors HD0913?hidldaccessd August 2022).

Agriculture and Forestry Resources
California Department of Conservati@DOC)2016.California Important Farmland Finder.

https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dirp/cififaccessed August 2022).

Menifee, City of. 20135eneral Plan Draft EIR. Agriculture and Forestry Resources
https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentQaer/View/1102/Ch05-02-AG?bidld=(accessed
August 2022).

Air Quality
Rincon Consultants, Inc. 2022. Trumble Open Pit Restoration PeajiatEEMod Outputs.

Biological Resources

Menifee, City of. 20135eneral Plan Draft EIR. Biological Resources
https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1104/Ebb-04-BlO?bidld=(accessed
August 2022).

Cultural Resources

California State Parks Office of Historic Preservdt@iiP)2022.California HistoricdResources:
RiversideCounty.http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/listedresourcegaccessed August 2022).

National Park Servic2022.National Register of Historic Places.
https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/databasesearch.htm(accessed August
2022).

Rincon Consultants, Inc. 2018 Cultural Resources Records Search and Archaeological Survey.

Geology and Soils
California Department of Conseti@n (DOC)2015.California Geological SurvBggulatory Maps

https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulatorymap
s(accessed August 2022).

88


https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1061/Exhibit_CD-2_Corridors_HD0913?bidId=
https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1061/Exhibit_CD-2_Corridors_HD0913?bidId=
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/ciff/
https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1102/Ch-05-02-AG?bidId=
https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1104/Ch-05-04-BIO?bidId=
https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nationalregister/database-research.htm
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulatorymaps
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/informationwarehouse/index.html?map=regulatorymaps

Clifford H. M. and J. DeBu3kumble Road Pit Restoration Project Paleontological Resource Impact
Mitigation ProgramMenifee, Riverside County, California. Rincon Consultants Project No. 18
06892. Report on filavith the City of Menifee.

Greenhouse Gas Emission s
Rincon Consultants, Inc. 2022. Trumble Open Pit Restoration PeajedEEMod Outputs

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
CaliforniaStateWater Resources Control Bogi$WRCBP022. GeoTracker.
https:// geotracker.waterboards.ca.goyaccessed August 2022).

California Environmental Protection Age{@alEPAR022. Cortese List Data Resources.

http://calepa.ca.@v/sitecleanup/corteselist{accessed August 2022).

Hydrology and Water Quality

Menifee, City of. 20135eneral Plan Draft EIR. Hydrology and Water Quality
https://cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1109/C05-09-HYD?bidldfaccessed August
2022).

Mineral Resources

Menifee, City of. 20135eneral Plan Draft EIR. Figure 5l Mineral Resource Zones
https://cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1111/C05-11-MIN?bidld<accesed August
2022).

Noise
Rincon Consultants, Inc. 2022. Trumble Road Open Pit Restoration Pxajiset Study.

Public Services

Menifee, City of. 2020Annual Budget, Fiscal Year 2020/2021.
https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/11132/Budget¥2020-21-Adopted
(accessed August 2022).

Riverside County Fire Department in Cooperation Wil FIRR2020 Annual Report.
https://www.rvcfire.org/pdf/administration/annualreports/AnnualReport _2020.pdf?v=8750
(accessed August 2022).

Transporta tion

Rincon Consultants, Inc. 2018. Trumble Road Open Pit Restoration Prajg&eneration
Memorandum.

Utilities and Service Systems

Menifee, City of. 2013General Plan Draft EIR. Utilities and Service Systems
https://cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1117/C05-17-USS?bidldfaccessedugust
2022).

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Declaration 89


https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/
http://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/
https://cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1109/Ch-05-09-HYD?bidId=
https://cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1111/Ch-05-11-MIN?bidId=
https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/11132/Budget-FY-2020-21-Adopted
https://www.rvcfire.org/pdf/administration/annual-reports/AnnualReport_2020.pdf?v=8750
https://cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/1117/Ch-05-17-USS?bidId=

Wildfire
California Department of Forestry and Fire ProtectioAl{(GIRE2007. Western Riverside County

Fire Hazard Severity Zones in State Responsibility Area.
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/imedia/6752/thszs_map60.pfccessed August 2022).

Menifee, City of. 2013General Plan. Exhibit& High Fire Hazard Areas
https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/14709/2_ Safety Exhibit @0216---
HighFireHazardAreas(accessed August 2022).

90


https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/media/6752/fhszs_map60.pdf
https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/14709/2_Safety_Exhibits_8-5_2021-6---High-Fire-Hazard-Areas
https://www.cityofmenifee.us/DocumentCenter/View/14709/2_Safety_Exhibits_8-5_2021-6---High-Fire-Hazard-Areas

Listof Preparers

RinconConsultants, Inc. prepared tHiSMNDunder contract to the City d¥lenifee. Persons involved
in data gathering analysis, project management, and quality coatsolisted below

RNCON CONSULTANTSINC.

Deanna Hansen, Vice President/Principal
Ryan Luadrt, Supervising Planner

Bill VostiProgram Manager

Mabel Chan, Planner

Lillie Colville, Planner

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative De  claration 91



This pagententionally left blank.

92



Appendix A

2018 Cultural Resources Report

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Declaration

93



This page intentionally left blank

94



Appendix B

CalEEMod Output Report

Administrative Draft
Initial Study o Mitigated Negative Declaration

95



This page intentionally left blank

96



Appendix C

Noise Report

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Declaration

97



This page intentionally left blank

98



Appendix D

2018 Transportation Memo

Administrative Draft
Initial Study & Mitigated Negative Declaration

99



This pagententionally left blank

100



